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PART I- Section 3 — Sob -section (VI) 


- - - - - - 


( संघ राज्य की प्रशासनों को बोरकर ) केवीम : : कारियों द्वारा जारी किए गए आयेश और अधिसूचनाएं 
Orders and Notifications issued by Central Authorities (other than Administrations of Union 

Territories ) 


BETWEEN 


भारत निर्वाचन आयोग 
· 76 Format, 6 Taatt, 1986 
T . 9 . 4 otai sfafafurca ufafah , 1951 
( 1951 FIT 43 ) ET ETT 106 HTUT # farafta 

ITT TACETT farafa T 1984 # 1 i 
OPET SPORT 39 TITAT, TET 29 TT , 
1985 4 faufar erfolgt vatn 

[ 32141 . 8 . - eft. TA 11 / 84 ] 
ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 6th January, 1986 
O . N . 4 .- - In pursuance of section 106 of the Representa 
Hon of the Peoplo Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment of the High Court 
E Judicature, Andhra Pradesh at Hyderabad dated 29th Nov 
nber , 1985 in Election Petition No. 1 of 1984. 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE ; ANDHRA 
PRADESH AT HYDERABAD (ORIGINAL 

JURISDICTION ) 
Friday the Twenty Ninth Day of November 

Ono Thousand Nine Hundred And Fighty Five 
PRESENT : 
The Hon ble Mr. Sustice Upendralal Waghsay. 

Election Petition No. 1/ 1984 
( In the matter of the Representation of Panple Act 1951) 

In the matter of the Election for the council of 
states from the Andhra Pradesh Legislative Assembly 

constituency , 
14 .55 G1/86 _ 1 

( 11 ) 


7 . Decu Dayal 

· Petitioner 

AND 
1. Puttapara Radhakrishna 
2 . Prof. C . Lakshmanna 
3. Parvathngeni Upendra 
4 . Yalla Sesibhushana Rao 
5. B Satyanarayana Reddy 
6 . T . Chandrasekhara Reddy 
7. T . Bala Gowd 

8 M . Gangadharam . 
Election petition u s 81 of the Representation of People 
Act 1951 praying that in the circumstances stated therin the 
Court may he pleased : 

1. to declare the eloction of the respondents 1 to 6 to 
the council of states on 29 - 3 - 1984 as void ; and 

2 . to award costs and other relief to the petitioner ay may 
he deemed fit and proper in the circumstances of the case. 

This Election petition coming on for hearing this day upon 
persuing the Election Petition filed hy the petitioner and the 
written statements filed by the respondents and the petitioner 
not appearing in person of br Advocate and of Mr. I. Koti 
residy . Allincate for the respondents 1 , 3 , 4 , 5 and 8 Mr. M . 
Chandrasekhara Rao . Advocate for Respondent No. 2 ; 
Mr. M B Ramasarma , Advocate for respondent No. 6 and 
of Mi. V . Pswiralah , Advocate for respondent No 7 , the 
Court made the following . 

ORDER : The Election petition was presented on 11-6 - 84 . 
The petiioner is appearing in rerson . Issues were framed on 
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दिष्ट लोक सभा के निर्वाचन के लिए जो स्तम् ( 3 ) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट लिचिन- क्षेत्र में हरा है , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके 
मामने विनिदिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक 
प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तथा तवीन बनाए गए नियमों 
द्वारा अपेक्षिन उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपदर्शित 
रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लिखा दाखिल करने 
में अमफल रहा है । 


28- 12 -1984 . After several adjournments , the petitioner got 
himself examined as P . W . . 1 on 6 - 9- 1985 . He was crobs 
etaminod on behalf of some of respondent and it was ad 
journed for cross- examination by R - 2 and for evidence of the 
other respondents. The matter was adjourned boyond a week 
and to 20 - 9 -1985 at the request of the nctitioner because he 
had to appear in person in some care before the Supreme 
Court. The petitioner was absent on 20 .9 - 1985 and also on 
Subsequent hearing viz .. 11 - 10 - 85 and on 18 - 10- 85 to which 
the case was adjourned for his absence. On 18 - 10 - 85 , A 
telegram was received from New Delhi to the effect that the 
potitioner is continuing treatemont in Prest , nt Estate Clinic 
and requesting for adjournment of a month. The case way 
therefore, ndiourned to 22- 11-1985. As he was nbsent on 
that day also , it was posted to today . To-day also when the 
cane was called in the morning, he was absent. Again at 
2 - 15 p . m .. there is no response, In the circumstances, the 
Election petition is dismissed for default. I make no order 
an to costs. 

J. KRISHNASARMA, Dy. Registrar 
TRUE COPY 

Sd /- Hlcgible 

Asstt. Registrar 
INo. 82 AP- CS| 1| 84 ] 


और उक्त मभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर 
भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा 
स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों 
पर , यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन आयोग 
का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्न अमफलता 
के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है । 

अतः अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
10-क के अनुसरण में नीचे की मारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या 
किसी . राज्य की विधान सभा अथवा विधाम 
परिषद के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए इस 
प्रादेण की तारीख में तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित 
घोषित करता है । 


प्रादेश 


नई विल्ली, 7 जनवरी, 1986 


प्रा . अ . 5 . - -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो 
गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनि 


सारणी 


निरईता का कारण 


क्र . सं . निर्वचन का 

विवरण 


संसदीय निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी वाले 
क्र . सं . और नाम 

का नाम और पता 


. .. - - -- 


- -- -- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - - 


- - 


- - - 


1 


2 


3 


. 


. 


- 


- - 


- 


-. . - 


- . 


- -- - - 


. .. . 


• - - - 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


1 . लोक सभा का 

साधारण निर्वाचन 


3- .- बड़ागारा संसदीय 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


विधिनसार लेखा दाखिल करने में 

असफल रही 


__ 


तदेव 


लेखा पाखिल ही नहीं किया 


15 - अलेप्पी संसदीय 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


श्रीमती सुशीला बालाकृष्णन 
मनायर्थ हाऊम , 
तिस्वंगाद , 
तल्लीचेरी- 3 
( केरल ) 
श्री बेंजामिन 
पालिकाथाइल 
अर्थानंगल डाकघर 
भरवलाई , 
अलेप्पो जिला (केरल ) 
श्री बशीर सबीना 
मंजिल , चेकन्नम 
पाई -11 , बरकाला 
नगरपालिका , 
वरकाला 
श्री पी . बी . सहदेवन 
टी . सी . 14/ 374, 
पलायन , 
त्रिवेन्द्रम - 695001 


3. 


नदेव 


19 - चिरियिनिफिल 
संसदीय निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


निर्धारित समय में तथा विधिनुसार 

लेखा दाग्मिन करने में उगफल 
रहे । 


नदेव 


लेखा वासिल ही नही किया । 


20 - निवेन्द्रम संसदीय 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


- - 


- 


- 


. 


- . 
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ORDERS 

And , whereas , the said candidates have either not furnished 

any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 
New Delhi, the 7th January , 1986 

Inice or the Election Commission , after considering the re 

presentations made by them , if any, is satisfied that they have 
O . N . 5 . - Whereas teh Election Commission is satisfied 
that cach of the conteyling candidates specificd in column ( 4 ) 

10 good reason or justification for the said failure ; 
of the Table below at the election to the House of the People 

Now , thcrcfore, in pursuance of scction IVA of the said 
I .cgislative Assembly as specified in column ( 2 ) and held from Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
the constituency specified in column (3 ) against his name specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table below to be disqualified 
has failed to lodge an account of his election cxpenses in for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either Houx 
the constituency specified in column ( 3 ) against his name of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legisla 
column ( 5 ) of the said Table as required by the Represen tive Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date 
tation of the People Act , 1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

of this order 


TABLE 


- -- - - - - - 


- - -- -- - - - - - - .. . - --- - -- - 


-- 


- 


- - - 


S . Particulars of election 
No . 


S. No . & Name of 
constituency 


Name of the contesting 
candidates 


Reason for disqualifica 

tion 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- . . 


- - 


. 


- . 


- - 


1 


2 


. 


3 


1 . General Election to the 

House of the People 


3 - Badagara Parliamcu . 

tary constitucncy 


Failed to lodge the acc 

ount in the manner 


2. 


- do 


15- Alleppey Parliamen 

tary Constituency 


Not lodged the account 

at all 


Smt. Suseela Balakrishnan, 
Manayath House , 
Thiruvangad, 
Tellicherry -3, 
(Kerala ) 
Sri. Benjamin , 
Pallikkathayyil . 
Arthnagal P . O ., 
Shertallai, 

Alleppey Distt., 
( Kerala). 

Sri Basheer , 
Sabeena Manzil, 
Cherukunnam . 
Ward XI, 
Varkala Municipality , 
Varkala . 


3. 


- do 


19 - Chiryinkil parlianen 

tary constituency 


Failed to lodge the acc 

ount within time and 
the manner 


4. 


do 


20 - Trivandruin parlia 

mentary constituency 


Not lodged the account 

at all 


Sri P. V . Sehadevan , 
T . C . 14/ 574, 
Palayam , 
Trivandrum- 69500 } . 


- 


4 


[ No. 76/ KL - HA/85 (22 - 25)] 


नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों पर, यदि 
कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन आयोग का यह 
समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए 
कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है । 


मा . प्र . 6 . m -निर्वाचन आयोग का ममाधान हो 
गया है कि नीचे की सारगो के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट 
लोक सभा के निर्वाचन के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनि 
दिष्ट निर्वाचन -क्षेत्र से हुआ है, स्तम्म ( 4 ) में उसके सामने 
विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रति 
निधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तथा तदान बनाए गए नियमों 
द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणो के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपदर्शित 
रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा दाखिल करने 
मसफल रहा है । 


अतः अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
10क के अनुसरण में नोचे को सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या 
किसी राज्य को विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद् के सदस्य 
चुने जाने और होने के लिए इस आदेश की तारीख से तीन 
वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 


और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी 
उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टीकरण 
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- - 


- 


- 
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- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


- 
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- - - - - - - 


- - - - 
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सारणी 
- - - 
क्र . सं . निर्वाचन का संसदीय निर्वाचन - क्षेत्र की निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले 

निरर्हता का कारण 
विवरण 

* . सं . और नाम अन्यर्थी का नाम पता 
___ . . - - - .. - - - - - - - - - - ____ - 

- - - - - - - - 

5 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


-- - 


- 


- - 


- 


. 


- - . 


- 


6... अकेनिम 


1 . लोक सभा का 

साधारण निर्वाचन 
( तमिलनाडु ) 


विधिवत रूप से लेखा दाखिल नहीं 

किया गया । 


तदैव 


18.--- नीलगिरि 


कोई भी लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 


3. 


नदेव 


तदेव 


____ 4. 


तदेव 


तवैव 


सदेव 


मदेव 


27 - -तिरुचिरापल्ली 


तदेव 


श्री एम . डी . कल्याण 
सुन्दरम मोसुर गांव 
और पोस्ट , 
अरस्कोनम तालुक 
नार्थ आरकोट जिला 
तमिलनाडु 
थी वी सुब्रमणि 
25- वी . पी . स्ट्रीट , 
कूनूर- 2, नीलगिरि 
जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 

श्री एस , ए . जे . सेलवाराज 
1 / 353 जोधिपुरम 
कोयम्बटूर - 641047 
( नमिलनाडु ) 
श्री के . देवाप्पन , 
67 ई अन्नामलाई स्ट्रीट 
करामादि 641104 
( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री डी . मैनयेल राज 
कुमार , पुत्र एस . डी . . 
तुराई स्वामी 
30 - 2 वादुक्क 
धोगपैथिसमैन कएल , स्ट्रोट 
तिरुचिरापल्ली -17 
( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री अमाईथाम्बि 
पाडियन , ए . बी . पी . उर्फ 
मौद्रा पांडियन , ए . , 
10- गांव रोड 
नामगमबक्कम , मद्रास- 6000 3 4 
श्री के . समपथराज , 
41, थाम्ब चेट्टी लेन , 
रायपुरम , मद्रास- 600013 
श्री सो , इलु मलाई 
स . 2, सोम चेट्टी स्ट्रीट 
थाई लेन , रायपुरम 
मद्रास - 600013 
श्री एन . अगोकम , 139, 
सोलाईप्पन स्ट्रोट 
मद्रास - 21 

_ - .. 


-- रोयापुरम 


सवैय 


6. विधान सभा का 
साधारण निर्वाचन 
( तमिलनाडु ) 


7. 


तदैव 


तदेव 


8. 


सदैव 


तदेव 


नक्षत्र 


30. -- डा . राधाकृष्णनगर 


सदैव 


- 


- 


- 


- -- - - -- - 


- - 


- -- - - - -- 


- - - 


+ 


r 


. 
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- - - 


-- 


-- - - - 


- - - 


- 


- . - - 


- 


- 


- . 


- - 


. - . - . .. 


. . . 


. 


- - - 


3 -- डा . राधा कृष्णनगर 


कोई भी लेखा दाखिल नही किया । 


10. विधान सभा का 

साधारण निर्वाचन 
( तमिलनाडु ) 


तदेव 


+ -- पार्क टाउन 


तदेव 


तदेव 


नदेव 


तदैव 


नदेव 


ममय पर और विधिवत रुप ने लेखा 

दाखिल नहीं किया । 


तवैव 


5 -- पेराम्बुर (अ . जा . ) 


कोई भी लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 


सदैव 


सर्दिव 


16. 


तदेव 


6 - - पुरासावाल्कम 


समय पर और विधिवत रूप से लेखा 
दाखिल नही किया । 


श्री आर . गांधी , 
मेन रोड, 
नेहरू नगर , इन्नोर रोड , 
तीनदियारपेद , मद्रास - 21 
श्री मरली के , 
193 , वेल्लाला स्ट्रीट , 
पारूस्वकलम , मद्रास -84 
श्री एम . एस , मणि , 
83.- - प्रास स्ट्रीट , मद्रास- 39 
श्री मोहमद बिलाल , 
30, अस्ताबुजम रोड़ , 
चलाई , 
मद्रास - 112 
श्री के आनन्दराज , 
36. वी . ओ . सी . नगर , 
थाई स्ट्रीट , डा . अम्बेडकर 
कालेज रोड , मद्रास - 12 
श्री पी . शंकरालिंगम , 
19 , सदागोपा अलवार स्ट्रीट , 
मगांसिनापुरम , व्यासपादि , 
मद्रास - 39 
श्रीनती एस . सेलभामेरी 
20, नाम्बुलियर स्ट्रोट , 
मद्रास - 1 
श्री ई . गनिरथिनम , 
1, सुन्धारय्या चेट्टी 
4 स्ट्रीट , द्वितीय लेन ( जारी ) 
नम्मलवारपेट , मद्रास - 12 
श्री बी . पोन्निह , 
21 सरनगापानि स्ट्रीट , 
जी , आर. कुट्टरई , 
टी . नगर , मद्रास -17 
श्री एम . राधाकृष्णा 
22, पचियाप्पा चेट्टी स्ट्रोट , 
अन्ना सलरई , मद्रास - 2 
श्री यू . शान्तिलाल कटारिया , 
67 ए , द्विप्लिकेन हाई रोड, 
ट्रिप्लिकेन , मद्रास - 5 
श्री ई . आर . ए . चन्द्रमोहन , 
सं . 12, कैटोनमेंट काम्प्लेक्स , 
शान्ति रोड, मद्रास - 600043 
श्री पी . दीनदयालन , 
पुन पदमनाभन , नं . 29, 
वेंट्रिलाइकरार स्ट्रीट 
वाल्लाजाहपेट , नार्य आर्कोट 
जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 


नदेव 


सर्दव 


कोई भी लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया 

गया । 


18. 


सदैव 


7 -- गभोर ( अ . आ . ) 


19. 


तदेय 


11---- चेपोक 


सदैव 


तदेव 


नदेव 


19 - - आलग्दुर 


समय पर और विधिवत रूप में लेख । 

दाखिल नहीं किया । 


लदेव 


कोई भी लखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


-- 


- - - 


- - - 


- - 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


. 


- - - - 


. 


- - - 


- 


तदेव 


16 

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 5. 1986 ,MAGIA 19 , 1907 [ PART II -- SE . 3111 
- -- - - - - - --- - - - - - . . - . --..- - - - - - - - -- -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - --- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - 
12 

- - - -- - - - - - . - . .- - - - - - - - - । .. - - 
23. विधान सभा का 34- - रानीपेट 

श्री एम . अदुल गफ्फर, । 

समय . पर और विधिवत रूप से 
मवारग लिनविन 

पुत्र अब्दुल मामय , 1 18 बी , 

लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
( लमिननाछु ) 

वेल्लोर , आर्कोट रोड , 
मविपारम , नार्थ आर्कोट जिला 

( तमिलनाडु ) 
24. तदेय 47 --- अनाश्कट 

श्रीम. दुराईस्वामी 

विधिवत रूप में लेखा दाखिल नहीं 
47 , धलपुटी कृष्णास्वामी 

किया । 
स्ट्रीट , पल्लिकोंडा , देल्लोर तालुक , 
नाथ आर्कोट जिला 

( तमिन्ननाउ ) 
25. 
25 . लवंव 48 - - बेल्लोर 

श्री पी . मुद्रामणि , 
नं . 4, गोरिफफ अली सुबेदार स्ट्रीट , 
पल्लोर नार्थ आर्कोट जिला 

( तमिलनाडु ) 
26 . तदेव 5-4.----गिंग 

श्री के वेनगोपाल , पुत्र कप्पन , कोई भी लेखा वाखिल नहीं किया । 
थन्नमडि गांव , कुन्नाप्पकम 
पोस्ट तिडिरानम साउथ 

आकोट जिला ( तमिलनाड ) 
27. तदैव 58- - विल्लुपुरम श्री वी . मार्थनदन, पुत्र वीरप्पन 

तदेष 
16, गोयन्दाराजा पेरूमल स्ट्रीट , 
विल्लुपुरम साउथ आर्कोट जिला 

( तमिलनाडु ) 
तव 60- -बिरूनावलर श्री एन अमिंगम , कासवप्पिलमपालियम 

माप ? पार ,उदराट तालुक 

साउथ आर्कोट जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
62----नल्लिकुप्पम श्री राजासेकरण , कीलकावरापट्टम 

तदैत्र 
पोस्ट पनरूति तालुक साउथ आर्कोट 

जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
30. तदैव 91 - - पानामारायु श्री के . रामास्वामी , 

तदैव 
पट्टी 

अदिदराविदर स्ट्रोट राम नगर 
अयोधापटिनम पोस्ट , 

मालेम - 14 ( तमिलनाडु ) 
31. 
31 . नदेव 103-थोडामथुर 

श्री एन्थोनो किट्टन 

नदेव 
3/ 5 मथिपल्यम , थोडामाथुर पोस्ट , 

कोयम्बटूर ( तमिलनाडु ) 
उदेष नव श्री के पी . इथिराज , 4 - 5 अलमेल 

तदेव 
मंगम्मल लेआउट - 1, स्ट्रीट नं . 2, 

पुलियाकुलम , कोयम्बटूर ( तमिलनाडु ) 
33. नदेव तदेव श्री टी . एन . जार्ज , 5/ 6 म थिपल्यम 

तदेव 
थानडामाथुर पोस्ट , 

कोयम्बटूर ( तमिलनाडु ) 
34. 105 - - कोयम्बटूर श्री वी . प . पोन्नुस्वामी असारी , 

तवैध 
( पश्चिम ) 

39/ 7 पल्लाप्पन लेन , 
कोयम्बटूर-1 ( तमिलनाडु ) 

- - - - --- - - 


26. 


सदैव 


29 . 


तदेव 


तदेव 


HIG 


- । 


- - - - 


- - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- - 


- 


- - - - - - - - 


- 
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- - - - -- -- - -- -- -- 

106 - - कोरम्बटर पर्व 


-- .. - . .. .. - -- - - - - 
35. विधान सभा का 

साधारण निर्वाचन 

( तमिलनाडू ) 
36. - जदेव 


- - नदैव - - 


37. - -उदैव---- 


-~ -~- सर्दव 


38 . -- नदेव 


107...- पेरूर 


39. -- तदैव--- 


- सदैव---- 


40. 


--- तदेव... . 


111 - - उसमापट 


41. 


- - सदैव .. 


11 4 - पोगानुर . 


श्री एन . नरवग्न, 

कोई भी लेना दाखिल नहीं किया । 
119, दफफादर स्ट्रीट , कट्टर 
कोयम्बटूर ( तमिलना ) 
श्री आर . र . बियन 

- ~ नदेव .~-- 
77, रंगराज लआधट , न्यू शिधापुदुर 
कोयम्बटूर ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री ए . चयनन्द्रण, 13, 

---नदेव -~ 
पौरिपन्यम ड , पैरियर नगर , 
कोयम्बटूर ( तमिलनाड ) 
श्री एम . ए . कदास्वामी, 

. . तदेव... 
गाउंडर किजाक्कल थोट्टम , 
मालुमिचमपट्टी पोस्ट , 
कोयम्बटर- 641021 
श्री एन . देवदास , 9 - बी , 

- - - लदेव ... 
पालमादाम पेसर, 
कोयम्बटूर - 30 ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री एस . बशीर अहमद, वार्ड 

~~~- सदैव 
कामारलिंगम पो . आ . 
उडमाल्पेट तालुक , 
कोयम्बटर गिला ( तमिलनाड ) 
श्री एस . गोबिन्दा स्वामी , 

- - तदैव -- - 
पुत्र सुब्ब गाउन्डर , शिन्नमाजिकेनपल्य म 
जे . कृष्णापुरम 
( पोस्ट ) केथानर ( वाया ) पल्लायम 
तालक पिन कोड नं . 638671 
कोयम्बटूर जला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री पी . एन . कृष्णामूर्ति , 

— तदेव... 
पुन अमाचल गाउडर , 
14, लिमलाई गाउन्डर स्ट्रीट 
वाड नं . 9, पनापलायम पल्लादम , 
कोयम्बटर जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री के . सी . रामासामी , 

-- - तदैव . . . 
पुन चेन्निमलाई गाउन्डर , 
पल्लकाधोत्तम , करनमपेटटई , 
पो . आ . क गयमपल्यम ( वारा ) 
कोयम्बतर जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री एल . रुदास्वामी , 

-~ - तदैव . .. 
पुत्र एल . लिंगपन 32 एस , बी . 
कालोनी पी . एन . रोड तिम्घुर- 2 
कोयम्बटूर जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री एन , नटराजन , 

- ~ तदेव - ... 
पुत्र पो . नचियश्च गाउडर , 
1 - अरनमनईपुटुर मैकेन्द्र स्ट्रोट, 
तिम्पुर कोयम्बटूर जिला 
( तमिलनाडु ) 


42. – नदेव 


115 - - पल्लाला 


43, 


- 


दैव. .. 


- नव .. 


44. 


दैव ... 


116- - तिरुप्पुर 


45 ~~-तदैव 


. .. तदेव... 


- - - 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- - - 


। . 


. 


. 


- . 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- . 


- - 
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- 


- 


- - 


116 - -तिहप्पर 


46 . विधान सभा का 

साधारण निर्वाचन 
( तमिलनाडू ) 


47. 


- तदैव --- 


126-- कूनूर ( अ . जा . ) 


48. -- तदैव ---- 


152 . - कहर 


49. 


नदेष - - 


- सदैव- -- 


50. - - देव 


154 - - मरूनगापुरी 


51. -- तदैव... . 


155 - मुलिथलाई 


52. ----तदैव -- 


- - तदेव 


श्री सी . पलानिस्यामी , 

कोई भी लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
पुत्र चिन्निया गाउडर, 
मुकामपत्यम पोस्ट तिरपुर 
कोयम्बटूर जिला ( तमिलनाडू ) 
श्री एल कोमालि , 3/ 237 

... सदैव -... 
इरिसबेट टा कालोनी, मिलिऑन पो . 
आ . कोटागिरि तालुक , 
नीलगिरि जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री एस . कथिकेयन 11 डी , 

~~ तदेष 
2 स्ट्रीट राजालिंगपुरम करूर , 
जिला तिरूचिरापल्लि ( तमिलनाड ) 
श्री एम . संथानम् 98 ई . वी . 
आर , सलाई, करूर , 
तिरुचिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाड ) 
श्री एस . जॉन जोसेफ, पुत्र शासियाग , 

सदैव .. . . 
विदाम्बराथान पट्टी पोस्ट , 
मनाप्पाराई तालुक ( तमिलनाइ ) 
श्री आर . रन्नावि, पुत्र रामास्वामी, 

--- तदेव 
कुन्नकावन्दन पट्टी ( पाया ) 
मनाप्पराई कुलिथलाई तालुक , 
चिरुचिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलना ) 
श्री पी . धर्मराज , पुन पुनुस्वामी , 

- सदैव 
इनम अलाथर याया इनोगमालाई 
कुलिथलाई तालुक , घिरूचिरापल्ली 
जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री पी . राजालिंगम , 

-- तदैव 
पुत्र पलानियादी, पोदुवारपट्टी के , 
पेरियापट्टी, मनाप्पराई तालुफ , 
तिरुचिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री पी . पलानियामदी, पुत्र पेरूमल , 

-~ - तदेव---- 
सेरकुदि पोस्ट , मसिरि तालुक, 
निरूचिरापल्ली जिला (तिमिलनाडु ) 
श्री आर थानगावल , पुत्र रामानाथन , समय पर और विधिवत मप से 
नदुकोदियमपल्यम मन्नामेदु पोस्ट , लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
मसिरि तालक . तिरुचिरापल्ली जिला 
( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री , के . अलागुमानी , 

कोई भी सखा पाखिल नहीं किया । 
पुल करूनाकरण पेरूर पोस्ट , 
मुसिरी तालुक , तिरूचिरापल्ली 
जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 

श्री के . एम . राज, 
पुन कुलान्दईसामी , 2-तुराईयर रोड , 
स्ट्रीट मुसीरी, तिरुचिरापल्ली 
जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 


53 . ~~-तदैव 


... सदैव.. .. 


54. 


- - लदेव - - 


156- ~- पोट्टियाम 


55 . ... मदेव - - 


56. 


- नदेव --- 


158- - मसिरो 


57. -- नदेव -- 


तदेव-... 


. . . . . .. 


-- - - 


. 


- - - 


- - 


__ _ . ... . . . .. ... .. . 


- - 


- - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 
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___ 19 
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. 


. 


- - 


.. 


- 


. 


-- 
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58. विधान गभा पा 158- -मुमि । 

माधारण निर्वाचन 
( तमिलनाडु ) 


59. - -नदेव -- - 


159 - - नालग ही 


60 


- - तदैत्र .. . 


... नदेव - -- 


(61. -- तदैव -~ 


160.----.पेरम्बलर ( अ . 

जा . ) 


62. -~- तदैव --- 


-- -- नदेव 


63. --- नदेय - - 


163 - - अन्डिमा उम 


श्री प्रा . लमण , पत्र गास्वामी , 

कार्य भी लेवा दाखिला 
26, न्यू स्ट्रीट , मम यापुरम पास्ट , 

नहीं किया 
लालग । तालक , 
तिरुचिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाई ) 
श्री एम . केदाम्वामी , पूत्र मेनगामलम , 

-- - - - 
अम्बल टाकीन स्ट्रीट मैकर कालोनी , 
कुल्लाकर्गिच पोस्ट , लालगडी तालक , 
लिचिरापल्ली जिला ( नमिलना ) 
श्री एस . पो . नागाराजन , 

- - तदैव -- - 
व एस . के . परिम्बामी नादर , 
थिरूमेनमदु पास्ट . लालगडा तालक , 
तिमचिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाइ ) 
श्री एन . श्रीनिवासन , पूर्व नगयण , 

नदेव - . . 
अन्नामंगलम , पेरम्बल र तालुक , 
तिमचिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाई ) 
श्री एम . मुग्र मणियन , 

-- - तदैव - -- 
पुत्र मेलामुथ , 1 ) यां वाई , 
पेरम्बलुर तिरुचिरापल्ला जिला 
( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री एम . एन्टोनीस्वामी , 

-- -- तदैव - - 
पुत्र वी . एस , मरियनयन , 
ईस्ट म्टीट , वर्धाराजनपट्टई 
621805, उदयरपल्यम तालक , 
तिम्चिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री नतेमन सालाई , 

-~-~-नदेव - - 
पुत्र . मालाईमुथु , मिलुप्पनाम , 
मैंथर ( वाया ) उदयरपल्यम तालक , 
तिम्चिरापल्ली जिला ( नमिलनाइ ) 
श्री एस . एम . र. जामानिकम , विधिवत रूप में और समय पर 
पुत्र मोतियन , मिरुकताथुर 

लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
( नाकघर ) पोनपारपी ( वाया ) 
आग्यिालुर तालुक , 
तिचिगपल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री पो . अनवग्मन , पुत्र एम . पेम्मल , कोई भी लेना दाखिल नहीं किया । 
1 -17 , कुंजिथापन्थापुरम जयनकोडम , 
तिम्चिरापल्ली जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री पी . एस . गोविन्दन , 

~-तदैव - - 
1/ ए, नार्थ स्ट्रीट , मेलाकोंडायम पेट्टी, 
थिम्बनाईकोएल तिम्ची ( तमिलनाइ ) 
श्री जी . इनवासकरण , 

-- - तदैव - - 
21 , मक्कादि स्ट्रीट. पलाक्कारी , 
तिरुचिरापल्ली - 1 ( तमिलनाडु ) 
श्री आर . मुग्रामणि, आ - 11, 

----- दन - - 
भाराथियार स्ट्रीट , वैस्टर्न साइट , 
जीवानगर , 
तिरूचिरापल्ली - 8 ( तमिलनाइ ) 


64. - - सदैव - - 


- -नदेव ---- 


65 . - - - नदैत्र - - 


---- - नदेव - - 


66. -- तदैव -- 


164 - - जयनकोडम 


67. -- - तदैव 


16 5 - - श्रीरंगम 


68 . -- -- नदेव --- 


166-- -निचिरापल्ली - 1 


69. 


- तदैव - - 


- .- सदैव---- 


1455 GI / 85 - 2 
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5 
. 70. विधान सभा का 167----तिरुचिरापल्ल - 11 श्री पो . बाल , 7 - यो , 

कोई भी लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
साधारण निर्वाचन 

मिन्नाप्पन स्ट्रीट , बोरियर , 
( तमिलनाडु ) 

तिरूचिरापल्ली - 3 ( तमिलनाड ) 
71 . - - देव -- तवैव --- श्री एन . रवि , 10- न्यू स्ट्रीट , 

. - तदैव - - 

पुथुर , सिम्चिरापल्ली-17 ( तमिलनाड ) 
72 . - देव - - 

-- - तदैब-- - श्री एम . के . शालम गम , 15/ 21 , विधिवत रूप से और समय पर 
नार्थ मुथुराजा स्ट्रीट , पुथुर , 

लेना दाखिल नहीं किया गया । 

तिरुचिरापल्ली:-- 17 ( तमिलनाडु ) 
73. -~-तव ... 168 -~-थिरुवेशम्बुर श्री के . चित्रापुथरन , 

कोई भी लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
33, बर्मा कालोनी, थिरुवे शम्बुर , 

तिरुचिरापल्लो - 13 
74. -- तदैव - - - तदैव - - श्री एस . रिथिनम् , 8 0 - 1 , 

- - देव - - 
रपथ नमेदु, थावाकुदि , 

तिरूचिरापल्ल ..- 15 ( तमिलना ) 
75. ... तदेव-- - 169 - सिरकाली ( अ . श्री एस . स्वाम नाथन, थिरुवली पोस्ट 

- - तदेव -- -- 
जा . ) 

सिरकाली तालक , 

यौंकवुर जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
76. -- तदैव- -- 171 - - मधुरम श्री ए . शांथोश्याम , बादाक्कुथे रूः, 

- - तदैव - -- 
विरूदनगनाल्लुर, मनलमंद पो . आ . , 
माईलादुतुराई तालक , 

जिला थानजोतुर ( तमिलनाडु ) 
77. -- तदैव - - 172-- -कुट्टालम श्री रामा समपथ , कोलावलि , 

- - तदैव ---- 
कुट्टालम (पोस्ट ) जिला तंजावुर 

( तमिलनाडु ) 
78 . - -तदैव... 173- - निलम ( अ . श्री एन . सेलवारासु, रिवर बैंक स्ट्रीट , 

- - तवैव - - 
जा . ) 

केलामगलम , एम , नन्निलम पोस्ट 
नन्निलम तालुका , थांजावुर जिला 

( तमिलनाडु ) 
79. --- देव 175 -नागापट्टोनम श्री के . कन्नायिरान , 22, नादुस्टै ट , - - तदैय -- 

अक्काराईपेट्टई , 

थांजावर जिना ( तमिलनाड़ ) 
80. - - तदैव - -- 182 - -थिरूवोनम श्री वी . थेनर्माण, मेन रोड , 

-----सदैव - - 
युरानिपुरम अंीर डाकबर यार 
कालक , थांजावर जिला 

( तमिलनाड़ ) 
81. - - तदेव- - 184 - -थिमवैयार श्री एस . जोसेफ, 

- तदैध --- 
क्रिश्चियन हरिजन स्ट्रेट, दारूप्पुर , 
थिम्भरया तालक , 

थांजावर जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
187-- कुम्बाकोनम श्री के . ए . अलगर स्वामी , 

- - - तदैव ---- 
पुन अलगरस्वामी चेतियार , 
• म . 36 गो , कारनाकोललाई ईस्ट 

न्ट्रोट , कुम्बाकोनम जिला थांजावर 

( तमिलनार ) 
83. - - देव --- 210 - -विलथिकुलम श्री के . 1 . कदास्वामी , 

- - तदैन - - 
कमलापुरम , विलाथिकुलम डाकघर , 
निललि जिला ( तमिलनाइ ) 
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2 . 
84. विधान सभा का 21 2-~~~कोईलपोश पो . लोनिरानु, 

कोई भी देख सल नहींकिया । 
साधारण निर्वाचन 

पुतः पेरूमलवाम , 58 - ए . 
( तमिलनाडु ) 

परेसन कोयल स्ट्रट, कोयलपट्टो, 

तिनेवलि जिला ( तमिलनाड ) 
85. - --तदैव - - 2 1 3 - ~- संकरनयानारकोइल बेलवि आई . उलागामानिमाम्मल , विधिवत रूप से और समय पर 
. ( अ . जा . ) 

पूल इगल्नासिबुध , रंगासामद्राले दाखिल नहीं किया । 
कोलान लिया नल्लुर, डाकघर , 
शंका रामनयन कोयले, 

तिरुनेलवेल जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
86. - - तदैव --- 21 A----वासुदेवा ----नाजुर श्री स . बिहा , 52, 

कोई भी लेख दाखिल नहीं किया । 
पतिलकुदा स्ट , . 
सिपागिर, तिरुनेलवाल 

जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
87... - - तदैव---- . .. 

श्रवा. विजयल , 93, मा . 

---- तदैव- --- 
कुचालकलाई पोस्ट, 
संकरनकोएल तालुक , 

तिरुनेलवेलि जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
88. - तदैव - - 220 - चरगमहादेवी 

श्री पो . अरूमुगम , हरिजन 11 स्टीट , 
वदाक्कु करूकथि, तिरुनेलवेली 

जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
89. - - तदैव - -- 222---नानगुनेरी श्री एस . थानगापनदियन 

- ~ -तदैव -- 
नादुचलाईपटूर गांव और डाकघर , 
( वाया ) मावादि , 

जिला तिरुनेलवेली ( तमिलनाडु ) 
90 . -- - दैव - - 

- - तदैव --- श्री ए . पिचाई, कदमवाना लम 

मलाईक राईपट्टी पोस्ट , रननगर 
तालुक , तिरुनेलवेली जिला 

( तमिलनाडु ) .. . 
91. -- तदैव -- 223 - राधापुरम 

श्री चिथिराई चोजिहियनम. उर्फ 

-- तदैव -- 
नेल्लई चेजहाल बन , अमइचकोंएल 
धेरक , वल्लईपुर, 

तिरुनेलवेली जिला 
92. - - तदैव 

श्री टो . रामा स्वामी , . 

- तदैव 
73 सिवागनमपुरम , 
अदरइकुलम , तिरुनेलवेली . 

जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
93. -- तदैव -- - 

- - - तदैव ---- श्री एस . लक्ष्मण थेवर , ईस्ट स्ट्रीट , __ - तदैव 

जिहावर, तिरूलबेलो 

जिला ( तमिलनाडु ) 
... . . 94. --- तदैव -- - .. . 229 - - नागरकोइल . श्री एस . देवाथ सन , 

नं . 25- 62 अम्मनदिविलाई 
मुत्तोम रोड, 
अल्मानदिविलाई पोस्ट , 
कन्याकुमारी जिला ( तमिलनाड ) 


- - तदैव----- 
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IT 


FITS TS 


Erfa 


TEN TIET I 


95 . TUTTA ITA FT 

माधारण निर्वाचन 
तमिलनाडु 


Ti I funt , R 15- 1 TT , 
Tiffff4a đi, afT /TH . 
डाकघर कन्याकुमार। 
ffatt (THTHIE ) 


[ . 76/aivaall/86 ( 1- 95 )] 


duc notice or the Election Commission , after considering the 
representation made by them , if any, in satisfied that they have 
10 good reason) or justilication for the said failure ; 


O . N . 6 . - Wicreas the lection Commission is satisficd 
that cach of the contesting candidates specitied in column ( 4 ) 
of the Table below at the election to the House of the People / 
I egislative Assembly the specified in column ( 2 ) and held 
from the constituency specified in Column ( 3 ) gainst his 
nam : has failed to lodge any account of his election cxpenses 
within the time and in the inanner as shown in columna 151 
on the said Table is required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And, whereas , the suid candidates have either not furnished 
any reason or explanation for the suid failure even after the 


Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of the Said 
Act, the Flection Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table below to be disqualified 
for being chosen as , and for being a member of cither House 
of the Parliament or of the Icgislative Ashembly or Legin 
lative Council of a State fos period of 3 years from the 
date of this Order : 


TABLE 


- - - - 


. . . - - - 


- - - - - 


- - 


- - - - - 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - - - - - - 


- - 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- . - 


. - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


Name of contesting candidate 


S . Particulars of clection 
No. 
- - - - - - - . - - - -- 4 - 


S . No. and name of 
constituency 
- - 4 - . - . - : . - - . - 


Reason for 
disqualifi cation 
- - - - - - - - - 


- 


- 


. 


- -- - - - - - - --- - - - 


- - - - - - - 


- 


- - - 


- - - - - 


- - - 


- 


- -- - ---- - - 


- 


- 


--- - - 


- 


- - - - - 


- - - - - 


- - - - - - - 


- - - - - - - - 


- - 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- - 


- - - - - 


- - - 


T . General Election to the 6 . Arakkonam 

House of the People 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


18 . Nilgiris 


3 . 


-do 


- do 


Shri M .D . Kalyanasundaram , Account not lodged in 
Mosur Village and Post. 

the manner. 
Arakkonam Taluk , 
North Arcot District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri V . Subramani. 

Account not lodged at 
25 V . P . Street, 

all . 
Coonoor -2 . 
Nilgiris District 
( Tamil Nadu ), 
Shri S .A .J. Selvaraj. 
1 /353 Jothipuram , 
Coimbatore- 641047 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri K , Devappan , 
57 F Annamalai Street. 
Karamadai- 641104 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri D . Manuel RajKumar , 
S / o S . C . Duraisumy. . 
30 - 2 Vadukku , 
Dhorowpathiasman Koil 

Streci, 
Tiruclurapalli -17 
( lamil Nadu ). 


-do 


- do 


- do 


27. Tiruchirapallen 


----- -- - -- - 


- - 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - - 


- - 


- - - - 


- 


- 
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_ 


- 


-- - 


- 


- 


. 


- . . - . - . - 


- . - . 


- - 


. 


. 


. 


- - - - -- - 


- . 


. 


-- - - -- 


6. General Election to the l . Royapuram 

Legislative Assembly 
(Tamil Nadu ). 


Shri Asaithambi Pandian , 
A . V . P . alias Soundara 
Pandian , A ., 


Acconut not locaudat 

all 


10 - Village Road , 
Numgambakkam 
Madras -600034 . 
Shui K . Sampathraj, 


7. 


-do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


41, Ihanbu Chetty Lane. 
Royapuram . 
Madras-60001 .3 . 
Shri C . Elumalai , 


-do 


- do 


-do 


No. 2, Somu Chetty Street, 
3rd Lune . Royapuram , 
Madras -600013. 
Shri N . Asokan , 


9 . 


-do 


3 . - Dr. Radhakrishnan 

Nagar . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


11. 


-do 


4 . Park Town 


-do 


- TO 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


139, Solaiappan Street. 
Madras - 21 . 
Shri R . Gandhi, 
10 , Main Road , 
Nehru Nagar, 
Ennore Road , 
Tondiarpet . 
Madras - 21 . 
Shri Murali, K , 
193 , Vellala Street, 
Parusawalkam , 
Madras-84 . 
Shri M . Ş . Mani, 
83, Cross Street. 
Madras -39. 
Shri Mohamed Bilal, 
30 , Astabujam Road , 
Choolai, 
Madras -112. 

Shri K . Anandaruj, 
36 , V . O . C . Nagar , 
3rd Street, 
Dr. Ambedkar College Road , 
Madras-12. 
Shri P . Sankaralingam , 
19 , Sadagopa Alwar 
Street, 
Magacinapuram , 
Vyasarpadi. 
Madras- 39 . 
Smt. S . Selvamary , 
20 , Nambulier Street , 
Madris-1 . 
Shril , Muniraibinam , 
4. Subbaraya Chetty, 
4th Street , 


Account not lodged 

within time and 
minner . 


5. Permabur (SC ) 


14 . General Election to the 

I cgislative Assembly 
( Tamil Nadu ) 


Account not lodged at 
all, 


15 . 


-do 


- do 


-do 


6 . Purusawalham 


Account not lodged 
within tiine and manner . 


- lo 


Account not lodưed at 
all. 


24 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 8 , 1986 /MAGHA 19, 1907 


[PART II - SEÇ . 3 ( iii) ] 


TANGAS 


I 


5 


- 


- 
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Accountant not lodged 

at all 


7. Egmore (SC ) 


18 . General Election to the 

Legislative Assembly 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


19. 


-do 


11. Chepauk 


2nd Lane (continued ), 
Namnialwarpet, 
Madras -12. 
Shri V . Ponnial , 
21 , Sarangapani Street , 
G . R . Kuttai, 
T . Nagar , 
Madras- 17. 
Shri M . Radliakrishna , 
22 , Pachaiappa , 
Chetty Strect, 
Anna Şalai, 
Madras -2 . 
Shri U . Shantilal Katariya , 
67A , Triplicane High Road , 
Triplicane. Madras-5 . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


19 . Alandur 


Account not lodged 

within the time and 
manner . 


22. 


-do 


34 . Ranipet 


Account not lodged at 


all. 


-do 


- do 


Account not lodged 
within tinc and 
manner . 


Shri E . R . A . Chandramohan , 
No . 12, Contonment 
Complex , 
Santhai Road . 
Madras- 600043. 
Shri P . Deenadayalan , 
S / o Padmanaban , 
No . 29 , Vettrilaikarar 
Street, Wallajahpet, 
North Arcot District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri M . Abdul Gaffoor , 

Slo Abdul Samath , 
118B , Vellore 
Arcot Road , 
Melvisharam , 
North Arcot District 
( Tamil Nadu ) 
Shri M . Duraiswamy, 
47 , Dhalaputy Krishnasamy 
Street, Palliconda, 
Vellore Taluk , 
North Arcot District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri P . Subramani, 
No. 4. Sheriff Ali Subedlar 
Street, Vellore North 
Arcot, District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


- do 


47. Anaicut 


Account not lodged in 

the manner. 


25 . 


- do 


48 . Vellore 


-do 


26 . 


- do 


54. Gingee 


Account not lodged at 

all. 


Shri K . Venugopal, 
S /o Kuppan , 
Thennampoondi Village, 
Kunnapakkam Post, 
Tindivanam Taluk , 
South Arcot District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
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- 


27. General Election to the 

Legislative Assembly , 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


Açcount not lodged at 
all. 


28 . 


-do 


- do 


29 . 


- do 


-do 


30 . 


-do 


- do 


31. 


- do 


-do 


58 . Villupuram 

Shri V . Marthandan , 
S /o Vecrappan , 
16 , Goindaraja - pesuma] 
Street , 
Villupuram . 
South Arcot District 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
60 . Thirunavalur Shri L . Arumugam , 

Karuveppilampalayam 
Madapattu Post, 
Ulundurpet Taluk , 
South Arcot District 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
62 . Nellikuppam 

Shri Rajasckaran , 
Keelkavarapattu Post, 
Panruti Taluk , 
South Arcot District 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
91 . Panamarathupatty Shri K . Ramasamy , 

Adidravidar Street , 
Ram Nagar, 
Ayodiyapattinam Post, 
Salem -14 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
103. Thondamuthur Shri N . Anthony Kittan , 

3 /5,Muthipalayam , 
Thondamuthur Post, 
Coimbatore , 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
- do 

Shri K .P . Ethiraj, 
4 - 5 , Alamclu 
Mangammal Layout-1 , 
Street No . 2 , 
Puliakulam , 
Coimbatore , 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
-do 

Shri T .N . George, 
5 /6, Muthipalayam , 
Thondamuthur Post, 
Coimbatore 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
105 — Coimbatore (West) Shri V . A . Ponnusamy Asari, 

39 /7, Chellappan Lane , 
Coimbatore - 1 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
106 . - Coimbatore (East ) Shri N , Sundareswaran , 

119 , Daffadar Street, 
Kattoor, 
Coinbatore , 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri R . A . Subbian , 
77, Rangaraj Layout, 
New Sidhapudur, 
Coimbatore , 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
- - - - - - - 


32 . 


- do 


- do 


33. 


-do 


-do 


34 . 


-do 


- do 


35 . 


- Jo 


36. 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- - - - - 


- 


-- - 


- - - 


- - 


- 
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F : - - - - - - - 


in 


- 


I - : - - 


JIU 


106 , Coimbatore ( East) 


- - - - - - - - - 
Account pot lodged at all. 


37. General Election to the 

Legislative Assembly 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


38 . 


- do 


107 — Perur 


-do 


39 . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


111. Udumalpet 


- do 


-do 


114 . Pongalur 


- 110 


Shiri A . Jayachandran 
13, Sowripalayam Road , 
Periyar Nagar, 
Puliakulam , 
Coimbatore , 
(Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri M . A . Kandaswami 
Gounder , 
Kizhakkal Thottam , 
Malumichampatty Post , 
Coimbatore -641021 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri N . Devadass , 
9 - B , Palinadam , 
Perur , 
Coimbatore - 10 
( Tamil Nadu ), 
Shri S . Basheer Ahamed , 
II Ward , . 
Komaralingam P .O ., 
Udumalpet Taluk , 
Coimbatore District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S . Govindaswamy, 
S /o Subbu Gounder, 
Shinnamanickenpalayam , 
J. Krishnapuram ( Post) 
Kothanur ( Via ) 
Palladam Taluk , 
Pin Code No. 638671 
Coimbatore District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri P . A . Krishnamoorthy , 
S . Arunachala Gounder, 
14, Chennimalai 
Gounder Street, 
Ward No. 9 , 
Panappalayam , 
Palladam , 
Coimbatore District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri K . C . Ramasami, 
S /o Chennimalai Gounder , 
Pallakaduthottam , 
Karanampettai P .O ., 
Kungayampalayam ( Via ), 
Coimbatore District 
( Tamil Nadu). 
Shri L . Kandasamy, 
Slo L . Lingappan , 
32 , S . V . Colony, 
P . N . Road , 
Tirupur -2 , 
Coimbatore District , 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


42. 


-do 


do 


115 . Palladam 


15. Palladam 


- d () 


-do 


-do 


- do 


44 . 


- do 


116 . Tiruppur 


- do 


[RT II-- - TT 3 (iii )] 
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. 


3 


- - - - - - - 


- - 


- - - - - . - . 


116 . Tiruppur 


45. Gunoral Elvtion to the 

Legislative Assembly 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


Account not lodged at 
all . 


Shri N . Natarajan , 
S /o P . Nachimuthu 
Gounder , 
1 -Aranmanaipudur 2nd 
Stroot, 


Tirupur, 


46 . 


do 


-do 


47. 


-do 


- do 


126 . Coonoor (SC ) 


48 . 


-do 


152 , Karur 


- do 


- do 


Coimbatoro District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri C . Palanisamy, 
S /o Chinnia Goundor, 
Murugampalayam , 
Iduvampalayam Post, 
Tirupur, 
Coimbatore District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri L . Kcmali, 
3/327 Erisbetta Colony, 
Milidane P . O ., 
Kotagiri Taluk , 
Nilgiris District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S . Karthikeyan , 
11D , 2nd Streot , 
Rajalingapuram , 
Karur, 
District, Tiruchirapalli, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri M . Santhanam , 
98 , E . V . R . Salai, 
Karur, Tiruchirapalli 
District ( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S . John Joseph , 
S /o Santhiyagu , 
Chidambarathanpatti 
Post, 
Manapparai Taluk , 
(Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri R . Rannavi, 
S /o Ramasami, 
Kunnakavandan Patti , 
(Via ) Manapparai, 
Kulithalai Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District, 
( Tamil Nadu). 
Shri P . Dharmaraj, 
S /o Ponusami, 
Inam Alathur ( Via ) 
Inpgamalai, 
Kulithalai Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District , 
( Tamil Nadu ), 
Shri P . Rajalingam , 
S /o Palaniyandi, 
Poduvarpatti K . 


- do 


154 . Marungapuri 


51 . 


- do 


155 . Kulithalai 


52. 


-do 


- do 


53 . 


-do 


- do 


1455 GI/ 85 


3 
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1 


. 


2 


3 . 


Account not lodged 
at all. 


-do 


54 . General Election to the 156 . Thottiam 

Legislative Assembly . 
(Tamil Nadu ). 


55. 


-do 


-do 


Account not lodged within 
th , timo andmannor. 


56 . 


-Jo 


158 , Musiri 


Account not lodged at 


all. 


57 . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


Periyapatti Post, 
Manapparai Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri P . Palaniyandi, 
S /o Perumal, 
Serukudi Post , 
Musiri Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District , 
( Tamil Nadu). 
Shri R . Thangavel, 
so Ramanathan , 
Nadukodipalayam , 
Mannamedu Post, 
Musiri Taluk, 
Tiruchirapalli District, 
( Tamil Nadu). 
Shri K . Alagumani, 
S /o Karunakaran , 
Perur Post, Musiri Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri K . M . Raju , 
S /o Kulandaisamy, 
2 , Turaiyur Road , 
Street, Musiri , 
Tiruchirapalli District, 
( Tamil Nadu). 
Shri R . Lakshinanan , 
S / o Rengasamy, 
26 , New Street, 
Samayapuram Post , 
Lalgudi Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S . Kandasamy, 
Slo S . Sengamalam , 
Ambal Talkies Street, 
Second Colony, 
Kullakurichi Post, 
Lalgudi Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S. P . Nagarajan , 
S /o S .K . Periasami Nadar, 
Thirumanamedu Post, 
Lalgudi Taluk 
Tiruchirapılli District , 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri N . Srinivasan , 
S / o Narayanan , 
Annamangalam , 
Perambalur Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


58 . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


54. 


- do 


159 . Lalgudi 


- do 


60 . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


61 . 


- do 


160 . Perambalur (SC ) 


- do 


- -- - 


- ----- 


- 


- 


- 


- -- - 


-- - - 


- - - 


- - 
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-- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


62. General Election to the 

Legislative Assembly 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


Pe ambalur 

(SC ) 


Account not to lodged 

at all. : 


63. 


- do 


163. Andimadam 


- do 


64 . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


65 . 


- do 


-do 


Account not lodged 

within time and man 


ner . 


66. 


- do 


164 . Jayankondam 


Account not lodged at 


Shri S . Subramanian , 
S /o Sellamuthu , 
10th Ward , Perambalur, 
Tiruchirapalli District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri M . Antonisamy, 
Slo V . S . Mariyanathan , 
East Street, 
Varadharajanpettai-621805 , 
Udayarpalayam Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri Natesan Solai, 
S /o A . Solaimuthu , 
Siluppanur, Mathur ( Via ) 
Udayarpalayam Taluk , 
Tiruchirapalli District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S.M . Rajamanickam , 
Syo Mattaiyan , 
Sirukalathur (P . O .), 
Ponparappi (Via ) 
Ariyalur Taluk, 
Tiruchirapalli District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri P . Anbarasan , 
S /o M . Perumal, 
1 - A , Kunjithapathapuram , 
Jayankondam , 
Tiruchirapalli District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri P .S . Govindan , 
1 / A , North Street , 
Melakondayampettai, 
Thiruvanaikoil , 
Tiruchy. ( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri G . Inbasekaran, 
21 , Sekkadi Street, 
Palakkarai, 
Tiruchirapalli-1 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri R . Subramani, 
0 -44 , Bharathiar Street, 
Western Sido , 
Jeevanagar , 
Tiruchirapalli -8 , 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri P . Balu , 
7 - B , Minnappan Street, 
Woriyur, 
Tiruchirapalli -3, 
( Tamil Nadu ), 


all. 


67. 


-do 


165 . Srirangam 


68. 


-do 


166 , Tiruchirapalli- I. 


69. 


-do 


- do 


70 . 


-do 


167 . Tiruchirapalli- Il. 


- 


- 


- 


- 


-- - - - - -- - - - - - 


THE GAZETTEOF INDIA : FEBRUARY 8, 1986 /MAGHA 19, 1907 


[PART II — Sec. 3(iii) 


12 
71 . General Election to the 
Legislative Assembly 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


167. Tiruchirapalli - II 


5 
Account not lodged 

at all. 


- do 


- do 


Account not lodged 
within time and man 
ner . 


73. 


- do 


168 . Thiruverambur 


Account not lodged at 
all. 


- do 


- do 


75. 


- do 


169. Sirkali (SC ) 


76 . 


-do 


171 . Mayuram 


Shri N . Ravi, 
10 , New Street, 

Puthur, 
Tirchirapalli-17. 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri M . K . Shanmugam , 
15 /21 , North Muthuraja , 
Street Puthur , 
Tiruchirapalli - 17 , 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri K . Chitraputhran , 
33 , Burma Colony , 
Thiruverambur, 
Tiruchirapalli- 13 . 
Shri S . Rethinam 
80 - A , Rayuthanmedu , 
Thavakudi, 
Tiruchirapalli- 15 . 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S . Saminathan , 
Thiruvali Post, 
Sirkali Taluk , 
Thanavur District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri A . Santhosham , 
Valakku Theru , 
Virudanganallur , 
Manalmedu P . O ., 
Mayila duturai Taluk , 
District Thanjavur , 
Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri Ram a Sampath , 
Keclaveli, Kuttalam , 
(Post), District, 
( Thanjavur ( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri N . Selvarasu , 
River Bank Street, 
Koolamangalam , 
M . Nannilam Post, 
Nannilam Taluk , 
Thanjavur District, 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri K . Kannabiran , 
22 . Nadu Strcet, 
Akkaraipettal, 
Thanjavur District, 
( Tamil Nadu). 
Shri V . Thenmani, 
Main Road , Uranipuram , 
and Post, Orathanad , 
Taluk , Thanjavur District 
(Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri S . Joseph , 
Christian Harijan Street, 
Karuppur, Thiruvaiyaru 
Taluk , Thanjavur District 
( Tamil Nadu). 


77. 


-do 


172 . Kuttalam 


78. 


-do 


173. Nannilam (SC ) 


79. 


-do 


175 . Nagapattinam 


80. 


-do 


18 ? . Thiruvonam 


-do 


184. Thiruvaiyaru 


TH 
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2 


3 


4 


5 


A 


Account not lodged at 
all. 


Account not lodged with 

in the time and man 
ner . 


82 . General Election to the 187 . Kumbakonam Shri K . A . Alaparsany, 
Legislative Assembly , 

S / o Alagarsami Chettair , 
( Tamil Nadu) 

No . 36 C , Karnakollai 
East Street, 
Kumbakonam , 
District Thanjavur , 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
83. -do 

210 . Vilathikulam 

Shri K . S . Kandasamy, 
Kamalapuram , 
Vilathikulam Post , 
Tirunelveli District 

( Tainil Nadu). 
- do 212. Koilpatti 

Shri P . Seenirasu , 
S /o Perumalsamy, 
59A , Kathiresan , 
Koil Street, 
Koilpatti, 
Tirunelveli District, 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
85. -do 

213 . Sankaranayanarkoil Selvi I. Ulagamaniammal, 
(SC ). 

D /o Ignnasimuthu , 
Rangasamudram , 
Keelaneelithanallur , 
P . O . Sankaranayanarkoil 
Taluk , 
Tirunelveli District 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
-do 

214. Vasudevanallur Shri S . Muthiah, 
(SC ) 

52, Pallikooda Street, 
Şivagiri, 
Tirunelveli District 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
- do 

- do 

Shri V . Vijayan , 
93, C . Kuvalaikannai Post, 
Sankarankoil Taluk , 
Tirunelveli District 

( Tamil Nadu ). 
88. - do 

220 . Cheranmahadevi Shri P . Arumugam , 

Harijan II Street, 
Vadakku Karukurithi, 
Tirunelveli District 

( Tamil Nadu). 
-do 222 . Nanguneri 

Shri S . Thangapandian , 
Naduchalaipudur Village 
and Post, (Via ), 
Mavadi, District 

Tirunelveli ( Tamil Nadu ). 
- do 

-do 

Shri A . Pichai, 
Kadambankulam , 
Moolaikaraipatti Post, 
Nanguneri Taluk , 
Tirunelveli District 
(Tamil Nadu). 


Accountnot lodged at all . 


-do 


Accountnot lodged at all . 


-do 
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91 . 


232 Nagunari 


223 . Radhapuram 


Acciiunt not l . dgud 

at all 


- do 


- 


do .. 


-do 


93. 


-do 


-do 


-do 


Shri Chithirai Chezhian M , 
Alius Nellai Chozhallan 
(Amaichukoil Therku , 
Valliyoor, 
Tirunelveli District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 
Shri T . Ramasamy, 
73 , Sivagnanapuram , 
Varaikulain , 
Tirunelveli District 
( Tamil Nadu ), 
Shri S . Lakshmana Thevar, 
East Street, Pazhavoor, 
Tirunelveli District, 
( Tamil Nadu). 
Shri S . Devathasan, 
No . 25-62 , Ammandivilai, 
Mution Road , 
Ammandivilai Post , 
Kanniyakumari, 
District ( Tamil Nadu) . 

Shri A . Thankian , 
No. 15 -1A , 
Malachankottuvilai, 
Voedu, 
Irenipuram P . O . 
Kanniyakumari District 
( Tamil Nadu ). 


94 . 


-do 


229 . Nagercoil 


-do 


95. 


-do 


-do 


234 . Killiyoor 


-do 


[No. 76 / TN / 86 (1 -95) ] 


77f facit, 8 JCti, 1986 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT : 
The Honourable Justice K . P . Radhakrishna Menon 
Wednesday the 14th August 1985/23rd Sravana 1907 

Election Petition No. 1185 
PETITIONERS : 
N . Sukumaran, Slo Narayanan , Neduthara House , 

Vannala P . O . Cocbin - 25 . 
By Advocate M / s. P . Kesavan Nair and N . Balakrishnan 

Pillai. 
Respondents : 
J . K . V . Thomas, Kuruppasseryvcodų , kumbalangby, 

Cochin -7 . 
2 . 4 Returning Officer , No. 11 Ernakulan Parliamen 

lary Constituency & District Collector, Ernakulam , 

Collectorate , Trikkakara , Ernakulam . 
3. * * * Assistant Returning Officer , No. 11 Ernakulam 

Parliamentary Constituency & Deputy Collector , 
Ernakulam , Collectorate . Trikkukara , Ernakulam . 
*** * Respondents 2 and 3 are clelcted from the party 

array as per order dated 3 -4 - 85 in CMP. 7495 / 85 . 
By Advocates M / s. George Varghese Kannanthanam , 

P . C . Jeseph Pazheparambil, P . Jojo Bernard , 
Kurien George Knonanthanam . Mammcu George 
Kannanthanam for R1 and Advocate General for 
R2 and 3 . 


New Delhi, the 8th January , 1986 


O .N . 7. - In pursuance of section 106 of the Representa 
tion of the People Act 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Com 
mission hereby publishes the judgment of the High Court 
of Kerala at Ernakulam dated 14 August, 1985 in Election 
Petition No. 1 of 1985 . 
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ES S G- = 

- - -- - - --- - - 
This Election Petition having been Bually heard on 16 - 7 - 89 liis election agent. The notification did not in any way in 
the court on 14 - 8 -85 delivered the following - - 

Auence the electorate nor was it intended for the purpose . In 

any cvent , it was not intended to help the respondient. The 
JUDGEMENT 

respondent therefore submits that the election petition is 
A petition under Sections 80 , 81 , 82, 83 and 100 read with 

liable to be dismissed with costs. 
Section 117 of the Representation of the l euples Act ( Con 

6 . The issues arising for consideration are : 
tral Act 43 of 1951 ) (hereinafter cferred to as the 
Act) for i declaration that the election of the respondent 

( 1) Was the rejection of the nomination of the petitioner 
from " No /ll, Paliamentary Constituency” is void on he 

illegal ? 
grounds of improper rejection of the pel lioner s nomination 
as also of the corrupi practice , cermitted by the respondent. 

( 2 ) Whether the declaration of the election of the res 

pondent is liable to be held void on the ground that 
2 . The petitioner filed his nomination on 23 - 11- 1981 before 

the respondent committed the corrupt practice , plea 
the Assistant Returning Officer ( for short the A . R . C .). In 

decl in the clection petition ? 
28- 11 - 1984, the date fixed for scrutiny , the keturning Officer 
in the course of the scrutiny found that the peritioner had 

7 . Disposal of the 1st issue upon the interpretation of 
not made and subscribed to the path of afirmation accord 

Section 3612 ) of the Act Section 36 ( 2 ) reade : 
ing to the form set out for the purpose in the IIIrd Sched ile 

" 36 ( 1). 
to the Constitution as provided for under Article 84 ( a ) of 
the Constitution of India . The Returning Office consc . 

( 2 ) The returning officer shall then examine the nomi 
quently rejected h s nomination . 

nation papers and shall decide all objections which 
3 . The petitioner submits that on the date fixed ſur scru 

may be made to any nomination and may , either 

on such objection or on his own motion 
tiny, that is, 28 - 11- 1984 the Returning Officer Olighi to have 

after 

slich summary inquiry , if any, as he thinks neces 
permitted hiin to take the oath and inasmuch as he refused the 

sary , reject any nomination on any of the follow 
permission , the rejection of the nomination is liable to be 
declared bad in law . 

ing grounds - 

( a ) that on the date fixed for the scrutiny of nomi 
4 . Yet another ground on which the petitioner rests his 

nations the candidate cither is not qualified or 
petition is the currunt practice said to have been comitred 

15 squalified for being chosen to fill the sent under 
by the respondent. The facts pleaded in this regard , bricfly 

any of the following provisions that may be ap 
stated , arc : The Congress ( I) party has caused the Govern 

plicablo , namely - Articles 84 , 102 , 173 and 
ment of Kerala 10 divert huge amounts from the exchequer 

191, 
for payment in the form of pension to " Mukrees and 
Mullas , persons holding religious offices in the Muslim 8 . Article 84 ( a ) of the constitution of India reads : 
COTmunity . This offer to pay pension on the eve of the 
cloction , was made with the Avowed object of securing the 

“ A person shall not he qualified to he chosen to fill 
votes of Muslims in the State ” , the petitioner submits. He 

a scat in Parliament unless he 
has also suihitled hut a large number of Mukrees end 
Mullar in No II Prnakulam Parliamcntary Constitrency 

(a ) is it cilizen of India , and makes and subscribes 

before some person authorised in that bebalf by 
have received the payments also . In return , they not only 

the Election Commission an oath or affirmation 
voted for the respondent but also persuaded other Muslim 

according to the form set out for the purpose in 
voters to vote for the respondent. The aforesaid rayment 
of pension to Mukrees can be termed as " Illegal gratifica 

the Third Schedule ." 
tion " for the purpose of securing Muslim votes and as such 

(9 ) The relevant part of Schedule III reads : 
It amounts to " Corrupt practice as defined in section 123( 1 ) 
of the Act. 

" I, A , B ., having been nominated as a candidate to fill 

a scat in the Council of States (Or the House of 
$ . The respondent in his written statement has questioned 

the People ) do swear in the name of God / solemuly 
the varacity of the pleadings, coverinu the above grounds . 

Ali m that I will bear true faith and 
In the written statement, the respondent has stated that the 

allegiance 

to the Constitution of India As by law established 
petitioner had enough time to take the oath after he file 

and that I will uphcll the sovereignity and intogrity 
the nomination on 23 - 11- 1984 und Before 28 -11- 1984 , thu 

of India , " 
dato fixed for 9 rutiny of the nominations. He could have 
taken the oath either before the A . R . O . or any other person 

The comulative effect of these provisions is that before the 
authorised in that bohalf by the Election Comin s . on The 

date fixed for scrutiny under Section 36 ( 2 )( a ) a candidate 
explanation given by the petitioner that the A . R . O . misled 
hiin , resulting in his not taking the oath in time, is baseless . shruld have inale and subscribe the recuisite oath or 
He has no case that he had made ony atients to take the offirmation enjoined by Article 84 of the Constitu 
oath during the period between 23- 11- 1984 and 28- 11- 1984, tion of India Though it is not necessary that the oath should 
The A . R . O . had sent to the home address of the potitioner accompany the nomination parr, it is imparative that the 
(it is this address the pctitioner hart wiven in his nomination oath or affirmation in the form set out for the purpose in 
ripor ). Tor 38 notice , informing him that he should take the Ird Schedule to the Constitutions must be made and 
the oath before the date fixed for scrutiny. It is the bounden sutscribed hefore the date fixed by the election commission 
duty of a candidate for election to take the oath er affirma for scrutiny of nomination papers . In short , the oath afore 
tion before the date fixed for scrutiny. The responient had said should he takon by a candidate before the date fixed 
denied the allegation in the relition that the Returning for scrutiny of the nomination If that be so , the candidate in 
Officer and the A . R . O . commitled any corrupt nanli e . The not cntilled to nor, for that matter. the Reurning Omcer is 
allegations in the petition that Congress ( I ) whose nominec hound to entertain the request of a candidate that he should 
the respondent is , ha indulrecl in carrunt prartice , in that to rermitted to take the oath on the date fixed for scrutiny 
1hc said rarty caused the Government of Kerala to divert of romination , even if the request WAS rade before the 
huge amounts of public money for payment to Mukrees 0 :11 amputiny of norrimation parers, 
and Mullas as pension, are baseless. The decision to sanc 

10 . I am 

in fact 
tion the amounts for the social welfare activities , 

fortified in this view hy the decisions of the 

Siinseme Court renorted in Pazhrnati Nath v . Harihar Prasad 
rests upon the policy decision of the Government evidenced 

ATR 1968 S 1064 , Harijit Singh Mann v . S . Umrao Singh 
by the speech made by the Finance Minister in the Assembly 

AIR 1990 SC 701. 
while presenting the Budget. In fact, there was no payment 
of pension to anyone, the respondent gubmits. Whatever that 

11. In the cosc on hand , it . common around that the 
be , the decision of the Government offering to pay pension 

petitioner had not tolen the oath or affirmation in the form 
to the aforesaid personnel in furtherance of the social relief 

set out for the purpose in the Mid Schedulc to the Const 
measures under no circumstance can be said to he a corrupt 

tution . 
practice within the meaning of Section 123 ( 1 ) of the Act, The 
notification of the Government offering the pension , the rea 

12 , Now turning to the facts of the case , it is not the 
pondent mubmits , was not issued either at his instance of with 

case of tho prtitioner that he filed the nath or affirmato 
hle knowledge , nor was the same issued with the knowledge of 

in the form set out for the purpose before the A . R . O . 011 
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the other hand, what he has pleaded is that the A .R . O . and 

sumo. I accordipgly hold that tho Returning Officer rightly 
the Returning Officer, with a viow to help the icepondent rejected the nomination of the potitioner. 
prevented him from laking the oath beiore the scrutiny of 
the nomination , This plea is without any substance because 

13 . For the reasons stated above, this issuc is found 
the petitioner should have taken the path or affirmation against the petitioner . 
bcforc any officer authorised in that behalf by the Election 
Commission , and produced the same before the date fixed 

14 . Issue 2 . In an clection petition , the petitioner should 
for scrutiny. Here it is relevant to note that the only case , 

çstablish by evidence beyond reasonable doubt that the 
the petitioner pleaded and proved in that the A . R . O . did not 

returned candidate committed the corrupt practice, deflned 
assist him to take the oath . This argument however, cannot 

under Section 123 of the Act and hence the election is liable 

to bo declared void D , P , Mishra v . K . N . Sharma AIR 
be countcnunced because as seen from Ext, P3, Form No. 38 , 

1970 S . Ç . 1477 ). 
tho A . R . O , had informed the petitioner that he should take 
the oath before the date fixed for scrutiny. The A . R . O . had 

15. Regarding this issue , the relevant facts discernible from 
sent Ext. P3 to the petitioner in his house address (as shown 

the pleadings are : In No . II Ernakulam Parliamentary Con 
in Ext. P4) by registered post acknowledgement due, stituency there are above 2 lakhs Muslim votes. In order to 
24 - 11- 1984 , The Petitioner ( as P . M . 3 ) however , hag deposed 

win the support of theAO voters the Congress ( I) Whose 
that he received the said notice sent in an cnvelope , only on nomine the respondent is, has caused the Government of 
the 28th at 2 P . M . He has stated thus in his evidence : 

Kerala to divert huge amounts from the exchequer " for pay 

ment to Mukrces and Mullas who are persons holding re 
" I already knew when I went to submit ny nomination 
that I should take the oath before the day of 

ligious offices in the Muslim community " . This payment has 

boen styled as pension , Tho petitioner submits that this 
acrutiny" . 

payment had been made for securing the Muslim votes in 
To the question " Did you take any acps before thc scrutiny the State . A large number of Mukrees and Mullas in the 
day to take the oath ?" — the answer is “ I have not taken 

No. II Ernakulam Parliamentary Constituency " reccived the 
any steps . He has further doposed : 

payment" . In return they not only voted for the respondent 

but also persuaded other Muslim Voters to vote for the 
" . . . . In the nomination paper , I had given jny house respondent. The Election Commission had called for an ex 

address only . It is that address that is scen on Ext. planation from the Government as to why the pension WAS 
PI . . . , . 1 used to receive registered lettcis lu my raid on the eve of the election. The explanation submitted 
residential address, I have arranged to receive such by the Government, it is said , was not satisfactory . Tho 
letters in my absence in my residence .. .. . . The 

pleadings conclude thus : 
cover containing M38 notice , I have not prod :iced 
here , It can be ascertained froin the cover the date 

" The aforesaid payment of mukreo pension had been by 
on which the letter was redirected from my resi 

way of illegal gratification for the purpose of 
dence to the office address. It can be seen fron1 

securing votee. It amounts to corrupt practie as 
the cover that it relates to the election mutter and 

defined in Section 123 (i) of tho Act" . 
that it was sent from the office of the Returning 
Officer . " 

16 . The respondent has denied these allegations . It has 

been stated in the written statement that " The decision to 
To the question " Hud M38 been accepted at your residence , sanction amounts for the social welfare activities as stated 
you would have received M . 38 from sufficiently curly beforc above is of the Government in which different parties parti 
the scrutiny date ?" P . W . 3 ( Petitioner ) has answered Y cs Peti cipate. " The respondent has also denied the gtatement that 
tioner as P . W . 3 has admit that he should here taken the oath a large number of Mukrces and Mullas in the constituency 
before the scrutiny date . None the less P . W 3at another stage are the receipients of the pension . The respondent submits 
of the evidence has stated that the ARO made him believe that that so far his information goes no auch amount sc far 
ho had to take the outh only on 28 - 11 - 84 The evidence read was dishu sed to any cnc before the election . He has speci 
as a whole , shows that the petitioner was more anxious to fically denied the allr cation that, " they not only voted for 
establish that the A .R . O . was responsible for his not taking the respondent but also persuaded other voters to vote for 
the oath in timo. However, it has come out in evidence that the respondent" , The repondent hag further stated that the 
the A . R . O . had sent the covor containing M . 38 Form to notification was not issued cither at the instance of the 
the petitioner on 24 - 11- 1984 to the home address of the resoontent or with his knowledge , Nor for that matter the 
petitioner . If lie had produced the envelope, it could have notification was issued with the knowledge of the respondent s 
been ascertained therefore when the letter reached his house election agent. In fact the notification is based on the state 
address . Ordinarily this cover containing . Form 38 notice would ment contained in paragraph 50 of the Budget Speech of 
have reached the petitioner in his homo address, in any the Finance Minister delivered in the Assembly while pre 
event, on the 26th November because as seen from Ext. P2 ) genting the Rudget for 1984 - 85 Vide Ext. PII ( a ). This speech 
It was sent on the 24th to his house address in Frnakulam was delivered on 16 - 3 -1994. If that he so , the respondent 
itself . The reluctance of the petitioner to produce the envo submits. the question whether the respondent committed any 
lopo in evidence is proof enough to hold that the same had 

corrupt practice in the election , roquires to be answered against 
reached his home address sufficiently early enabling him to the petitioner. The respondent accordingly submits that the 
subscribe to the path or affirmation before the date fixed petition is liable to be dismissed , Relevant parts of Section 
for scrutiny, making his nomination availed one. The irresisti 123 reads : 
ble inference that can be formed in the circumstances is that 
the facts pleaded and the evidence adduced (P .Ws 1 to 6 ) 

" 123. Corrint practices. The following shall be deemed 
to establish that the A . R . O . misled him in regard to the 

to be corrupt practices for the purposes of this Ant 
taking of the oath , are the result of an after thought. In his 
ovidence P . W . 2 ( A . R . O . ) has stated that he had dvised the 

(1) Bribery that is gay, – 
petitioner to obtain an oath form from his office and subs 

( A ) any gift. offer of promise by a candidate of his 
cribe to the oath on 23 - 11 - 1984 itself He further has deposed 

agent or hy any other person with the consent 
that he waited for the petitioner till 3 P . M . for that purpose ; 

of a candidate or his election agent of any grati. 
but he did not turn up . He therefore directed the concerned 

firation to any nerson whomenever, with the 
clerk to crnil form 38 not only in the netitioner but to the 

object, directly or indirectly , or inducing 
other candidates who also had not subscribed to the oath . 
Arcordingly the Form 38 notice was sent on 24 - 11 - 1984 

( a ) . .. . . ... . 
Thus it can be seen that the allcgations against the A . R . O . 
are baseless. P . W . 5 has deposed that he had told the peti 

(b ) An elector to vote or refrain from voting at 

an election , or 18 A reward to 
tloner that the advice given by the A . R . O . that the oath 
need be taken only after the scrutiny , is not corect This 

(i) . . ..... 
advico was given on 23 -11- 1984 . The petitioner therefore on 
23- 11 - 1984 itself had known that he should take the oath 

( ii ) 
before the scrutiny of the nomination , In these circumstances, 

The conditions that should be satisfied in order to attract 
the argument of the petitioner that the A . R . O . misled him 

the have nrovisions, are that the gift wag made by tho 
with regard to the requirement of taking oath before tho 

candidate or his agent or by any other person with the con 
day fixed for scrutiny, is liable to be rejected . I ropect that 

sent of the candidate or his election agent and that the 
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gratification was made with the object directly or indirectly 

Shri K . V . Thomas met mc in connection with tho 
of inducing an olector to vote or refrain from voting at 

election , I cannot definitely say whether I met him 
In election . There is thus an element of bargaining between 

On a Tuosday or not. It appears that it was on a 
the candidate and the votors . It therefore follows what in an 

Tuesday .. ... . There was hardly any time for Thomas 
election prition coming under Section , 100 (i)( b ), the petitioner 

to talk with us . He left the place by saying that 
should establish that the gift, offer or promise was made 

he has alroady spoken to the Musaliar and Mulla . 
by the returned candidato himself or his agent or by any 

Musaliar called me to the Mosque, the next day 
other person with his consent or bie election agent. I am 

of the visit of Shri Thomas in the lo ality . Musaliar 
fortified in this vicw by the following decisions of the Supremo 

did not tell me in my residence that I should vote 
Court. 

for Congress. But he told me so only at the 

Mosque . 
Ghasi V . Dal Singh , A . I.R . 1968 S. C . 1191 
Om Prabha v . Abhnash Chand , A . I. R . 1968 S . C . 1083 

It can thus be seen from this evidence that the Musaliar 
Om Prakash v. Lal Chand A . I. R . 1970 S . C . 1889, and summoned the witness to the Mosque to tell him that he should 
Harjit Singh v . Umrao Singh A . I.R . 1980 S . C . 701 . 

vote for the Congress . The witnesy. The witness has 110 case 

that teh Musaliar in fact convened a meeting at the Mosque 
17 . There is no evidence in this class that the notification and at the said meeting exhorted the gather in that they should 
Exts , P9 and P10 offering payment or pension to Mukrees vote for the Congress because the Government have decided 
and Mullas were published by the Government at the ins to give the Mullas and Musaliar benefits in the Forın of 
tance of the respondent. On the other hand, what is soon pension 
is that the Government were obliged to issue the said noti 
fications in view of its commitments discernible from para . 
graph 50 of Ext. Pli ( a ) the Budget Speech delivered by the 

18 . P . W . 8 on the other hand has deponed that, “ The 
Finance Minister in the House while prosenting the Budget 

Mukrce told me that I shall leave the mosque after prayers 
for 1984 - 85 . Here it is also relevant to dote that the Stato where others also , Mukree called all present and told us that 
Government is a coalition Government and therefore it is 

Mukree pension has already been passed . You must exercise 
too much to say that the Government have jgslied Exts . P9 

your franchise in favour of thoman who belongs to tho 
and P10 notifications at the instance of a candidate belong. 

Ruling party if that has done, the Mukree pension will bo 
ing to one of the constituents of the coalition Government. passed easily . .. ... " In this cross - examination he has stated : 
The oral evidence tendered in the case also does not cotablish 

" Exrept Mukri, nonc of the other authorities had told 
that the offer of the pension was made either by the res 

mo nothing else ." 
pondent or his agent or his clection agent or by any other 
person with the consent of the respondent or his election 

19 . P . W . 7 says that it was the Musallar who told him that 
agent. On the other hand , the evidence shows that the 

he should vote for the respondent whereas according to 
Government offered to pay pension to Mukrecs and Mullas . 

P . W . 8 the Mukree convened a meeting and told the pather 
P . W . 7 in his chief- examination has stated : 

ing that they should vote for the Congress. According to 
" . . . .. The candidate Shri Thomas told me that the Gov . 

P . W . 8 . Mukree is " the lowest in thc Mosque. " His function 
ernment have given some benefits in the form of 

according to him is cleaning as also announcing the prayer 
pension to "Mullag belonging to our community , 

(Vank ), Arcording to P . W . 7 . Musallar was mresent in the 
Musaliar was called to my house. Shri Thomas told 

mosane and Mucaliar admittedly is more competent to take 
Musalias also about his . Musaliar wanted me to go 

decisions than Mukree . On a comparison of the evidence 
to the Mogave where a meeting was convered . When 

tendered by P .Wg. 7 and 8 , it can be seen that these witnessng 
I went there Mugaliar told me that I should vote 

have given contradirtory versions of the notitioner s age of 
for the candidate who is having this as mumhol. 

Corrupt practice committed hy the mopondent which grain 
Accordingly I voted for the Congress candidato . 

is different from the version given by the witnesses. Ith - relate 
Musallar la avallable in the locality " . 

have no hesitation to reject the evidence tondered by P . W . 7 

and 8 as unbelievablo . 
The evidence tendered by this witness is not rorroborated by 
any other evidence . According to him , the aromise to pive 

20 . It ta hy row well established that the evidence adduced 
the benefit in the form of pension is to the Mullas , But it in a petition where corrupt practice is pleaded must clearly 
was Musaliar who was called to his house to enhle to rer show that the gift. offer or promise was directly or indir - ct 
pondent to tell him ghout the nenrion . the Government ly made to the voter to vote or refrain from voting to a 
would give to Mullar. The Musaliar la even now availahle . candidate . The proof required to retalhich corsiint nrartire 
However, he has not heen examined . He would have heen 

must nartake of the character of the nroof necessary to es 
the best witnega . Why he was not examined had not heren 

tahligh a criminal harre . (Vide AIR 1968 SC 1191) Tf the 
explained by the petitioner. In his cross-examination P .W7 

be 80 . the petitioner has not established the allegations in 
has stated : 

the petition that the teenondent committed corint practice 

within the meaning of Section 123 ( 1 ) (b ) of the Act in the 
" I do not know the name of Munaliar. But he is known election . This issue therefore is enswered against the 

88 Mash ...... I cannot remember the date when petitioner, 
In the result, the election pettion is dismissed with costs. 

The Registrar shall immediately intimate the substance of the decision to the Election Commission and the 
Speaker of the Lok Sahba and shall thereafter send as soon as practicable an authenticated copy of this judgement 
to the Election Commission as required under Section 103 of the Act. 
14th August, 1985. 

Sdi 
K .P . RADYAKRISHNAMENON 

Judge . 
(true copy) 


on as ren all thereannate the 
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Petitioner s Exhibits : 
Ext. Pl dt. 
Ext. P2 ,. 


Nil 
28- 11 -84 


Postal acknowledgement. 
Proceedings of the returning Officer , 
No. 11 Ernakulam Parliamentary Constituency and District Collector, 
Ernakulam . 


1435 G1/85 – 4 . 
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Ex . P3 dt. 

24- 11 - 85 Postal rercipts - 3 Nos. ( Registered articles ) 
Ext. P. 3( a ) 

Do. No. 1371 
Ext. P3 (b ) 

Do. No . 1372 
Ext. P3 ( c ) 

Do . No. 1373 
Ext. P4 ,, 

23 -11 - 84 Copy ofnotice of nomination in Form 3A of Ernakulam Parliamentary 

Constituency 
Ext. P. 5 

Postal Acknowledgement. 
Ext . P6 

Do . 
Ext. P.7 , 

23 - 11 - 84 Receipt for nomintion paper and Notice of Scrutiny . 
Ext. P8 ,, 

Memo No . C -99610, 84 of the returning Officer II, 

Ernakulam Parlaimentary Constituency. 
Ext. P9 ,, 

28- 11 -84 Copy of Order No. G . O . 1133/ 84 / RD of the Revenue ( F ) De 

partment. 
Ext . P10 , 

29 - 11 - 84 Copy of Order No. G .O . (MS), 1133 /84 of the Revenue (F ) Depart 

ment. 
Ext. P11 

dt. 16- 3 -1984 Budget speech by the Minister of Financo (Budget 84 - 85) 
· Ext. P11 ( a) 

dt. Nil 

Page 21 
Respondents Exhibits : 

Nil 
Petitioper s Witazsses 
1 . Shri M . P . Joseph , District Collector, Ernakulam . 
2. Shri C .B . David 
3. Shri N. Sukumaran 
4 . Shri A . A . Kochunny 
5. Shri I. Velayudhan 
6 . Shri Mohanachandrakumaran Nair K . P . 
7. Shri Moitunny 
8. Shri Muhammadali . 
Respondent s Witnessess : 

Shri K . V . Thomas. 
Cost to the respondent -- Rs. 2, 000/ 

Sd/ 
Assistant Registar 
( No . 82/ KL- HP /185] 

. By order, 
C . L. ROSE , Socy. 


मावेश 
नई दिल्ली , 7 जनवरी, 1988 


___ और उक्त प्रथियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिये जाने पर 
भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा 
स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उसके द्वारा दिये गए अभ्यावेदनों 
पर , यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात मिषन पायोग 
का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता 
के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 


प्रा . प्र . 8 . --निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है 
कि नोचे को सारणों के सम्म ( 2 ) में यया विनिविष्ट विधान 
सभा के साधारण, निर्वाचन के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुआ है , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके 
सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक 
प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तया सद्घीन बनाए गए 
नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणो के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा 
उपशित रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा समय के 
अन्तर्गत और/ अथवा अपेक्षित रीति से दाखिल करने में 
प्रसफल रहा है । 


अतः, अब, निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
10 - 2 के अनुसरण में नोचे को सारणो के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी 
राज्य / संघ राज्य क्षेत्र को विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद 
के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए प्रादेश को तारोख 
से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है 


( भागII - 413(iii )] 
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क्रम निर्वाचन का विवरण संसदीय/विधान सभा 
संख्या 

निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की क्र . सं . 
और नाम 


सारणी 
निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम निरर्हता का कारण 
और पता 


1 


3 


5 


1. विधान सभा का 

साधारण निर्वाचन 


2. - -वही 


3. - -- वही... 


4. 


- - ही 


मनगर 


5 . --- वही - - 


6. — वही 


7. -- - वही -- 


8. -- वहो -- 


2 - जशीपुर ( अ . ज . जा . ) श्री माधब नायक , कुजीयाम्ब , विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति व समय 

पौ . भारामारपोसो, जिला मयूरभंज में निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा दाखिल 
( उड़ीसा ) 

नहीं किया । 
17 - - नीलगिरी 

श्री गुरा टुडू , गांव तेलीपाल , निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 
पो . तेलीपाल , जिला बालासोर धाखिल नहीं किया । 

( उड़ीसा ) 
26 .- धर्मसाला 

श्री बैरागी बिसवाल ग्राम - पो .मिरजा - वही 
पुर वाया धर्मसाला जिला कट्टक 

( उड़ीसा ) 
32 -- राजनगर श्री बसंता कुमार सेठी , 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रोति समय में 
ग्राम - पो . महाकालापाड़ा , 

निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा दाखिल 
जिला कटटक ( उड़ीसा ) 

नहीं किया । 
33 केन्द्रपारा 

श्री रसानन्दा मंथन , गांव इन्डाली निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी लेखा 
( छकना ), पो . इन्डाली , 

दाखिल नहीं किया । 
जिला कट्टक ( उड़ीसा ) 
34 - - पटकुरा 

श्री माथुरानाडा नाथ, गांव गोबिन्दपुर , - वही -- 
पो . कालाभवा , जिला कटक , 

( उड़ीसा ) 
37 - - बालीकुश . श्री दुलेश्वर नायक , गांव तारासाही , - वही 

पी . मछगांव थाना बालीकुडा , 

जिला कटक ( उड़ीसा ) 
40 - महन्गा 

श्री बदीरुद्दीन खान , पराहराजपुर , निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 

पो . गीटारा, जिला कटक ( उड़ीसा ) पाखिल नहीं किया । 
41 -- सोलपुर ( अ . जा . ) श्री हरेकृष्णा मलिक , बिश्वानाथपुर, विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रोति व समय में 

पी , सत्याभामपुर , जिला कट्टक निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा दाखिल 
( उड़ीसा ) 

नहीं किया । 
43 - फटक सदर 

श्री कानुचरण मलिक , माधुपटना , निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 
कट्टक ( उड़ीसा ) 

दाखिल नहीं किया । 
-- बाही श्री मोहर कुमार पांडा , खापुरियो लेबर -वही -- 

कालोनी , कट्टक ( उड़ीसा ) 
44- कटक शहर श्री बिजया मोहपता , मिरया बाजार - - वही 

कट्टक ( उड़ीसा ) 
65 - जगनाथ प्रसाद श्री सुरेन्द्रा नाथ पना, पो . बुगुडग , 
( अ . जा . ) 

जिला गंजम ( उड़ीसा ) 
96 - - धर्म गढ़ा ( अ . जा . ) श्री पंडर बाग, गांव भाटामानी 

-- वही 
पो . नंगलबोड, जिला कलाहन्वी 

( उड़ीसा ) 
114--- बीरमहाराजपुर श्री अनन्दा चन्द्र बेहरा , धुरापाली , विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित निर्वाचन व्ययों 

पो . राजकिशोर नगर , जिला धनकानल का लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 

( उड़ीसा ) 
139 - - राउरकेला श्री हरीबन्धु नाग , जी / 171 , निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 

सेक्टर - 1 राउरकेला , सुन्दरगढ़ पाखिल नहीं किया । 
( उड़ीसा ) 

[सं . 76 /उड़ीसा - वि . स./85] 


9. 


- वही - - 


10. -- यही 


11. -- यही --- 


13. 


- वही 


14. - - बही - - 


15. 


- वहीं 


18. -- यही 
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ORDERS 
New Delhi, 7th January , 1986 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


O . N . 8 :- Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified 
in col. 4 of the table below at the election to the Legislative Assembly as specified in column (2) and held from 
the constituency specified in column (3 ) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
or failed to lodge tho account within the time and /or in the manner , as shown in column (5) of the said Table as 
required by the Représentation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And , whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice or the Election Commission , after considering the representations made by them , if any is satisfied 
that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 

Now , therefore, in pursuance of section 10 - A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares tho 
persons specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table below to be disqualiſied for being chosesn as, and for being a member 
of either House of the Parliament or of the Legilsative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State /Union Territory 
for a period of 3 years from the date of this order . 


TABLE 


- 


- 


- 


- 


Si. Particulars of 
No . election 


disqualifi 


S . No, & Name 
of the Assembly 
Constituency 


Name of the contesting 

candidate 


Reason for 
cation 


2 


4 


1 . General election to the Legis- 2 – Jashipur(ST) 

lative Assembly . 


Failed to lodge account 
within the time and in 
the manner required 
by law . 


17 – Nilgiri 


Failed to lodge any 

account. 


26 - Dharamsala 


-do 


ShriMadhab Naik , 
At-Kujiamb, 
P . O . Bharamarposi, 
Distt. Mayurbhanj, 
Orissa . 
Shri Gura Tudu , 
Vill. Telipal, 
P . O . Telipal, 
Distt . Balasore , 
Orissa . 
Shri Bairangi Biswal, 
At & P. O . Mirzapur, 
Via - Dharamsala , 
Distt . Cuttack , 
Orissa . 
Shri Basanta Kumar Sethi, 
Vill . Mahakalapada , 
P . O . Mahakalpada , 
Distt. Cuttack , 
Orissa . 
Shri Rasananda Mathan , 
Vill. Indalo , (Chhakana ), 
P . O . Indalo , 
Distt. Cuttack , 
Orissa . 
Shri Mathuranandanath , 
Vill . Gobindapur , 
P . O . Kalabuda , 
Distt. Cuttack , 
Orissa . 


32 - -Rajnagar. 


Failed to lodge account 
within the time and 
in the manner required 
by law . 


33 - Kendrapara . 


Failed to lodge 

account. 


any 


34 - Pathkura . 


- do 


[ भाग II - 


1 3 (iii ) ] 
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- 


1 


2 


7. 


General election to the Legis- 37 - Balikud 
lative Assembly . 


Failed to lodge 

account. 


any 


- do 


40 - Mahanga. 


- do 


- do 


41 - Salepur ( SC ) 


Failed to lodgo account 
within the time and in 
the manner required 
by law . 


- do 


43 - Cuttack Sadar 


Failed to lodge 

account. 


any 


- do 


43 - Cuttack Sadar 


- do 


Shri Dhuleswar Nayak , 
Vill . Tarasahi, 
P. O . Machhagaon , 
P . S . Balikuda , 
Dist . Cutack, 
Orissa . 
Shri Badiruddin Khan , 
At -- Praharjpur, 
P. O . Getara , 
Distt . Cuttack ( Orissa ). 
Shri Harekrushna Mallick , 
At --- Biswanathpur , 
P . O . Satyabhampur, 
Dist. Cuttack 
(Orissa ). 
Shri Kanhucharan Mallick , 
Madhupatna , 
Cuttack (Orissa). 
Shri Mihir Kumar Panda , 
Khapuria Labour Colony , 
Cuttack ( Orissa ). 
Shri Bijaya Mahapatra , 
Meria Bazar , 
Cuttack (Orissa ). 
Shri Surendra Nath Patra , 

At/ P. O . Buguda , 
Dist. Ganjam (Orissa ). 
Shri Pandru Bag , 
Vill Bhatapani, 
Post . Nangalbod , 
Dist. Kalahandi (Orissa ). 
Shri Ananda Chandra Behra , 
At - Dhorapali, 
PO . Rajkishorenagar, 
Dist . Dhenkanal ( Orissa ). 
Shri Haribandhu Nag, 
G/ 171 , Sec. 1 
Rourkela , 
Sundargarh (Orissa ). 


- do 


44 - Cuttack City 


- do 


65 — Jaganath 

Prasad (SC ) 


- do 


96. -- Dharmagarh 


-do 


114 - - Biramrajpur 


Failed to lodge account 

in the manner required 
_ by law. 


- do 


139 -- Rourkela 


lodge any 


Failed to 

account. 


[ No . 76/ OR- LA/ 85] 


प्रा . प्र . -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है 
कि नोचे को सारणा के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट 
लोक सभा के साधारण निर्वाचन के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) 
में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुमा है , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके 
सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक 
प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तया तद्घोन बनाए गए 
नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्स सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा 
उपर्दाशत रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा समय के 
अंतर्गत ओर/ प्रयया अपेक्षित रोति से दाखिल करने में असफल 


अथवा स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए 
अभ्यावेदनों पर , यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात 
निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास 
उक्त सफलता के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य 
नहीं है ; 
. अतः, अब, निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
10 - क के अनुसरण में नोचे को सारणों के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) 
में विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के 
या किसी राज्य संघराज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान 
परिषद के सदस्य चुने आने और होने के लिए प्रादेश को 
तारीख से तीन की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता 


और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिये जाने पर 
भी उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण 
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.- 


" 


सारणी 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम निरर्हता का कारण 
और पता 


क्रम निर्वाचन का विवरण संसदीय /विधान सभा 
संख्या 

निवाचन क्षेत्र को क्र . सं . 

और नाम 
( 1) ( 2) ( 3 ) 
1 . लोक सभा का 16 - जोलंगोर 

साधारण निर्वाचन 


( 5 ) 


श्री महादेव मांझो मानोगांव , 
पी . चुलोफुका , थाना बनगोमुंडा, 
जिला बोलंगीर ( उड़ीसा ) 


विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित निर्वाचन व्ययों 

का लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 


[सं . 76/उड़ीसा - लो . स ./ 85] 


notice or the Election Commission , after considering the 
representations mado by them , if any, is satisfied that they 
have no good rason or justification for the said failure ; 


O . N .. 9. -~- Whereas the Election Commission is satis 
fiod that cach of the contosting candidatos specified in column 
( 4 ) of the Table below at the clection to the House of the 
People as specified in column ( 2 ) and held froin the consti 
tuency specified in column ( 3 ) against his name has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses or failed to 
lodge the account within the time and or in the manner , as 
shown in column ( 5 ) of the said Table as required by the 
Representation of the People Act , 1951 and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidato have either not furnishod 
any reason or explanation for the said failuro even after due 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column ( 4 ) of the Tablo below to be disqualified 
for being chosen as, and for being a member of either House 
of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legisla 
tive Council of a State /Union Territory for a period of 3 
years from the date of this Order. 


TABLE 


S . Particulars of Election 
No. 


S . No. & Name of the 
Parliamentary Constitu - 
ency 


Name & Address of the 
Contesting Candidate 


Reason for Disqualifi 
cation 


(1) 


( 2 ) 


(3 ) - 


( 4 ) 


( 5 ) 


16 -Balangir 


1 . General Election to the 

House of the People 


Failed to lodged acc 

ount in the manner 
required by law. 


Shri Mahadeb Majhi, 

At- Manigaon, 
P. O . Chuliphunka , 

P.S . Bangomunda , 
Distt . Balangir , 
Orissa . 


[ No. 76/OR- HP/85] 


स्पष्टीकरण महीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों 
पर , यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात निर्वाचन प्रायोग 
का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त प्रसफलता 
के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है । 


प्रा . अ . 10 - -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है 
कि नीचे की सारणो के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट 
लोक सभा के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में वितिदिष्ट निर्वाचन 
क्षेत्र से हुआ है , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने वित्तिदिष्ट 
निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व 
प्रधिनियम , 1951 तथा तद्धीन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा 
अपेक्षित उक्त सारणो के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपदर्शित 
रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्यय का लेखा समय के अंतर्गत और, 
अथवा अपेक्षित रोति से दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है ; 
___ और उक्त मश्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिये जाने पर 
भी उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा 


अतः अब, निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
10 - के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणों के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
विमिदिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी 
राज्यासंघराज्य क्षेत्र को विधान समा अथवा विधान परिषद 
के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए इस आदेश को तारोख से 
तीन वर्ष को फालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 


[ भाग 


- - 2 


(iii ) ] 


भारतका राजपारी81988/भाष 19, 1001 


in 


. 


. . 


1 - 

- 


. 


- - 


सारणी 


- 


- - - - - 


( 3 ) 


क्रम निर्वाचन का विवरण संसदीय निर्वाचन क्षेत्र को 
संख्या 

संख्या और नाम 
( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
1 . लोक सभा का अण्डमान निकोबार द्वीप 

साधारण निर्वाचन , समह 

1984 
2. -- -वही - - 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम . निरर्हता का कारण 
और पता 

( 4 ) 
श्री कन्डास्वामी , 130 मक्का पहार , निर्वाचन व्यय लेखा दाखिल न करना । 
बेदनाबाद, दक्षिण अण्डेमान 


-~ -वही 


श्री बिस्वास महानन्दा , 
गांव व पो . निमबुटाला , 
मध्य अण्डेमान , रानघाट 


- 


- 


[सं . 76 /अ . नि ./ 85 ] 


notice or the Election Commission, after considering the 
ropresentations made by them , if any, is satisfied that they 
havc no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 


O . N. 10. - Whereas the Election Commission ls satis . 
fied that cuch of the contesting candidates specified in colu 
mn ( 4 ) of the Table below at the general election to the 
House of the Poople ag specified in column ( 2 ) and held 
from the constituency specified in column ( 3 ) against his 
name has failed to lodge an account of bis election expen 
ses or failed to lodge the acount within the time and or in 
the manner, as shown . in column ( 5) of the sald Table as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and 
the Rules made thoroundor ; 

And whercas the said candidates have elther not furnished 
any reason or explanation for the said tailure even after due 


Now , therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the sald 
Act, the Election Comission hereby declares the persone 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified 
for being chosen as , and for being a member of cither House 
of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legisla 
tive Council of a State Union Territory for a period of 3 
ycars from the date of this Order, 


mn (4) of the thereby declarea of the sald 


TABLE 


S . Particulars of Election 
No . 


S . No. & Name of the 
Parliamentary Constitu - 
ency 


Disqualifi 


Name & Address of the 
Contesting Candidate 


Reason for 
cation 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


1 . General Election to 

Lok Sabha, 1984 


Andaman and Nicobar 

Islands 


Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. . 


2. 


- do 


Shri Kandaswamy, 
130, Mucca Pahar, 
Beadonabad , 
South Andaman 
Shri Biswas Mahananda , 
Vill. & P. O . Nimbutala , 
Middle Andaman , 
Rangat. 


-do 


-do 


[ No. 76 / ANI /85] 


आ० अ० 11 : – निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट 
लोक सभा के साधारण निर्वाचन के लिये जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुआ है , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने 
विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तथा तद्धीन बनाये गये नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित 
उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपदशित रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा समय के अन्तर्गत और अथवा 
रीति से दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है ; 


और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिये जाने पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिये या तो कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टीकरण 
नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिये गये अभ्यावेदनों पर, यदि कोई हो . विचार करने के पश्चात . निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान 
हं गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता के लिये कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 
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अतः अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10 . 2 के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में विनिविष्ट 
ध्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य / संघ राज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद् के सदस्य ने 
अ. ने और होने के लिये इस आदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिये निरहित घोषित करता है । 


सारणी 


- 


- 


निरर्हता का कारण 


क्रम निर्वाचन का विवरण संसदीय विधान सभा 
संख्या 

निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की क्र०सं० 

और नाम 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम 

और पता 


( 1) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


1. लोक सभा का साधारण 23-कलकत्ता दक्षिण 

निर्वाचन , 
2 . --वही 

- वही 


श्री शेक सुलतान , 
21 , बरोड स्ट्रीट , कलकता- 19 
श्री एम०के० रतनाम , 
5/ 18 एफ, सेवक बेरीधया स्ट्रीट , 
कलकत्ता - 29 


विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित निर्वाचन व्ययों 
___ का लेखा वाखिल नहीं किया । 
निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 

दाखिल नहीं किया । 


[ सं० 76/प० ब०/ 85] 
O . N . 11 . - Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied notice or the Election Commission; after considering the re 
that cach of the contesting candidates specified in column ( 4 ) presentations made by them , if any is satisfied that iboy have 
of the Table below at the election to the House of the no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 
People as specified in column (2 ) and held from the consti 
tuency specified in column ( 3 ) against his name has failed 

Now, therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
to lodge an account of his election expenses or failed to 

Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
lodge the account with the time and or in the manner, as 
shown in column ( 5 ) of the said Table as required by the 

specified in column ( 4 ) of the Tablc below to be disquali 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made 

fied for being chosen an , and for being a member of either 
thereunder : 

House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
And whreas the said candidates have cither not furnished 

Legislative Council of a State Union Territory for a period 
any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due of 3 years from the date of this Order. 

TABLE 


Sl. Particulars of Election 
No . 


S. No . & Name of 

the Parliamentary 
- Constituency . 


Name of the Contesting 

Candidate 


Reason for Disqualifi 

cation 


( 4 ) 


( 5 ) 


(1) ( 2) 
1. General Election to the House 23 -Calcutta South 

of the People 


Shri S. K . Sultan , 
21, Broad Street , 
Calcutta - 19 
Shri M . K . Ratnam , 

5 /18F , Sewak 
Baridya Streut, 
Calcutta- 29 


Failed to lodge account 

in themanner required 

by law . 
Failed to lodge any 

account. 


2 . General Election to tho House 23 -Calcutta South 

of the People 


प्रा०प्र० 12: - -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया 
है कि नोचे को सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट 
गोवा, दमण और दो विधान सभा 1984 के साधारण 
निर्वाचन के लिये जो स्तन ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्बाचन 
क्षेत्र से हरा है, स्तम् ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिदिष्ट 
निर्वाचन-लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व 
अधिनियम , 1951 तया तधोन बनाये गये नियमों द्वरा 
अपेक्षित उक्त सारणा के स्तम्म ( 5 ) में यथा उपशित रूप 


No. 76 / WB/ 85 / 
में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहा है ; 

और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक् सूचना दिये जाने पर 
भी उक्त असफलता के लिये या तो कोई कारण अथवा 
स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिये गये अभ्यावेदनों 
पर , यदि कोई हों , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन आयोग 
का यह समाधन हो गया है , कि उनके पास उक्त प्रसफलता 
के लिये कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 


43 . 


- 


( 3 ) 


. . . 


. . . 


. 


[ भाग II - - खंड 3 ( iii ) ] 

मारतका राजपन :फरवरी 8, 1080/ माष 19, 1907 
- - - -- - - - - - --- . . 

प्रतः, भव , निर्वाचनमायोय उक्त अधिनियम की धारा किसी राज्य की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद् के 
10-क के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4) में सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिये इस आदेश की तारीख 
विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिये निरहित घोषित करता है । 

सारणी 
क्र० निर्वाचन का विवरण निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की क्र०सं० निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का निरर्हता का कारण 
सं० 

और नाम 

नाम व पता 
( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) 

( 5 ) 
25. गोवा, वमण और दीव 16-सिरोदा 

श्री डी - एस्टेट एन्जल सेबास्टियो , विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित निर्वाचन व्ययों 
विधान सभा का 

मन० 95,पंचवाडी, अम्बलाई, का लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 
साधारण,निर्वाचन, 

पोन्डा , गोवा 

रहे । 
1984 
26. -- वही -- 

- वही - - श्री शेत शिरोफर नारायण राम , 

-- - वही 

मनं0 1091 बाजार शिरोदा-गोवा 
27. -- वही 18-रिवोना 

श्री गोकर गुरगुरो गुरको, 

- -वही 
म०नं० 658/ 1, शिवारेम रिवोना , 

गोवा- 40375 संगु अम गोवा । 
28. बही - - 27- गोलिम 

श्री फेनान्डेस टेलन्टिनों 

- वही - - 
डाओनिसियो, 
363, कोस्टावाडो , मजोरडा , 
सलसेटे , गोवा । 

[ सं० 76/ गोवा/ 84 ( 25-28 )] 
O . N , 12. - Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied notice or the Election Commission , after considering the re 
that cach of the contesting candidatos specified in column ( 4 ) presentation made by them , if any, iş satisfied that they have 
of the Table below at the General election to the Goa , no good reason or justification for tho said failure ; 
Daman and Diu Legislative Assembly, 1984 as specified in 
column ( 2 ) and held from the Constituency specified in 

Now, therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
column ( 3 ) against his name has failed to lodge the account 

Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persona 
of his election expenses as shown in column ( s ) of the said 
Table as required by ihe Representation of the People Act, 

specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table below to be disquali 
1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

fied for being chosen as , and for being a member of either 

House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
And whrças the said candidates have cither not furnished Legislative Council of a State / Union Territory for a period 
any season or explanation for the said failure even after due of 3 years from the date of this Order . 

TABLE 
Sl. Particulars of Election Sl. No. & Name of Name & Addross of the Reason for Disqualifi 
No. the Constiutency Contesting Candidate 

cation 

(5 ) 
25. General Election to the Goa, 16 - Siroda 

Shri D easte Angel Sobastiao , Failed to lodge any 
Daman and Diu Legislativo 

H . No . 95 , 

account uf election 
Assembly, 1984 

Panchwadi, 

expenses. 

Amblai Ponda, Goa. 
- do 

- do Shri Shet Shirodkar 

-do 
Narayan Ram, 
H . No. 1091 , Bazar 

Shiroda, Goa. 
- do 18 -Rivona 

ShriGaunkar Gurguro Gurko , - do 
House No . 658/1 , 
Shivarem Rivona , 
Goa- 403705 , 

Sanguem Gca 
28 . - do 

27 -Dabolim Shri Fenandes Talontiono 

- do 
Dionisio , 
363, Costawado, 
Majorda , 
Şalcete , 
Goa 


- - 


26 


- - 


- - 


[ No . 76 / GOA/84 (25 - 28)] 


1455 GI /85 - 5 


- - 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - 
मा०म० : 13. - -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिये गये अभ्यावेदनों 
है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्म ( 2 ) में यया विनिर्दिष्ट पर, यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात निर्वाचन आयोग 
लोक सभा के साधारण निर्वाचन के लिये जो स्तन ( 3 ) में का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता 
विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुमा है, स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके के लिये कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है । 
सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक 
प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तया तीन बनाये गये 

प्रतः प्रब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा 10- 2 के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणो के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
उपशित रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा समय के विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या 
अन्तर्गत और/ अथवा अपेक्षित रीति से दाखिल करने में 

किसी राज्य / संघराज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान 
असफल रहा है । 

परिषद् के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिये इस प्रादेश की 
___ और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक् सूचना दिये जाने पर तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिये निरहित घोषित 
भी उक्त प्रसफलता के लिये या तो कोई कारण अथवा करता है । 

सारणी 
क्रम निर्वाचन का विवरण संसदीय निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम निरर्हता का कारण 
संख्या संख्या और नाम 

और पता 
( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3) 

- - (5) 
1. लोक सभा का 13 - मधुबनी 

श्री मुक्ति मोहन सिंह, 

लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
साधारण निर्वाचन 

ग्राम -पो० शाहपुर , 
1984 (बिहार राज्य से ) 

वाया बसैठ चानपुरा , 

जिला मधुबनी, ( बिहार ) 
2. -- वही -- 

- वही --- श्री रवि कुमार , 

- - वही - - 
मुसासाह बिल्डिंग, टावर चौक , 

दरभंगा (बिहार ) 
3. — वही -- 

श्री विजय कुमार गुप्ता , 

- - बही - - 
ग्राम -पो० देवधा , थाना जयनगर , 

जिला मधुबनी (बिहार ) 
4 . – बही 14 - झंझारपुर 

श्री उमाकान्त राय , 

— वही 
ग्राम मंगरोना, पो० गनौली , 
वाया अन्धराठाड़ी , 

जिला मधुबनी (बिहार ) 
5. - - वही - - 15 --- दरभंगा 

श्री बृज किशोर साहनी , लेखा रीति में नहीं दाखिन किया । 
मोहला बेन्ता रोड, साहगंज, 

लहरियासारा , दरभंगा (बिहार ) 
6. - -वही -- 34 -- नालन्दा 

श्री गिरजा मलाकर , 

लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
पो० सान्डा , वाया इसलामपुर , 

नालन्दा ( बिहार ) 
7. - - वही -- ---नही 

श्री रामदेव जमादार , 

- नही 
ग्राम व पो० पारथू, एकाग्र मराय , 

जिला नालन्दा (बिहार ) 
8. -- वही - - ही श्री विशेशर सिंह, 

- - वही --- 
ग्राम मोरगंज सारमेरा , 

जिला नालन्दा (बिहार ) 
9. - वही -- 41 - जहानाबाद श्री अकोल अजीज , 

लेखा रीति में नहीं है । 
मोहल्ला लाल मंदिर के पूर्व नगर 
पालिका, वार्ड नं० 11, जहानाबाद , 
गया (बिहार ) 


[ भाग II --- 


3 (iii ) ] 


भारत का राजपत्र : फरवरी 8, 1986/ माष 19, 1907 


10. लोक सभा का साधारण 41 - जहानाबाद 

निर्वाचन , 1984 

( बिहार राज्य से ) 
11. - वही - - -वही 


12. -- वही--- 


-- यही 


13. 


वही 


— वही -- 


14. - - वही --- 


- ~ वही 


श्री राम रतन चौधरी, 

लेखा रीति में नहीं है 
ग्राम शैदपुर पो० लखाबर, 
थाना घोसी, गया (बिहार ) 
श्री जय नन्दन शर्मा, 

लेखा वाखिल नहीं किया है । 
ग्राम सुरदासपुर, पो० मोदनगंज, 
जुल्फीपुर ( गया ) 
श्री विरेन्द्र कुमार सिंह, 

- वही 
ग्राम एवं पो० गडिहारा , 
थाना मसौढ़ी , जिला पटना (बिहार ) 
श्री राम जतन प्रसाद, 

लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 
ग्राम पिरोधा मठ, पो० मोदनगंज , 
थाना घोसी , जिला गया (बिहार ) 
मो० युसुफ आजाद , 

...- बही 
नियु महल्ला जहानाबाद , 
वार्ड नं0 4, 
पो० जहानाबाद, गया (बिहार ) 
श्री सत्य प्रकाश सिंह , 

---वही 
ग्राम सेवनन , पो० नदील , 
थाना जहानाबाद , जिला गया (बिहार ) 
श्री फौदार यादव , 

निर्वाचन व्यय का लेखा वाखिल नहीं 
ग्राम व पो० चन्दौली , थानापन्दोली , किया । 
जिला गया (बिहार ) 
श्री विनोद सिंह , 

- वही -- 
ग्राम व पो० मालहन , थाना चन्दवा, 
जिला पलामू (बिहार ) 

[ सं० 76/बिहार - ला०स०/ 85] 


15. - - वही -- 


- -- बही - - 


16. 


- बही --- 


44 - - चतरा 


17. 


---वही -- 


-~ वही -- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


O . N . 13 . — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidatos specified 
in column (4 ) of the table below at the general election to the House of the People as specified in column (2) and 
held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his name has failed to lodge account of his cloction 
expenses or failed to lodge the account within the time and or in the manner , as shown in column (5 ) of the said 
Table as required by the Representation of the People Act , 1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failuro even 
after duc notice or the Election Commission , after considering the representations made by them , if any is satisfied 
that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 

____ Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act , the Election Commission hereby declared the 
persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member 
of cither House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State /Union Territory 
for a period of 3 years from the date of this order . 

TABLE 
S . Particulars of election S . No. & Name of the Name & Address of the Reason for 

Parliamentary contesting candidate 

disqualification 
Constituency 


No . 


2 


13 _- Madhubani 


Account not lodged . 


1. General Election to 

Lok Sabha , 1984 . 
(from Bihar State ) 


Shri Mukti Mohan Singh , 
Vill . & P .O . Shahpur, 
Via - Basaith Chanpura , 
Dist. Madhubani, 
Bihar . 
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3 


5 


_ ric 


1 2 
2 . General Election to 

Lok Sabha , 1984 . 
(from Bihar State ) 


13 — Madhubani 


Account not lodged 


3. 


-do 


-do 


- do 


4. 


-do 


14 - Jhanjhar Pur 


Failed to lodge 
account . 


any 


5. 


- do 


15 — Darbhanga 


Account lodged not in 
the manner . 


6. 


- do 


34 - Nalanda 


Failed to lodge any 
account. 


7. 


-do 


34Nalanda 


Shri Ravi Kumar, 
Musa Sab Building, 
Tower Chowk, 
Darbhanga ( Bihar ) 
Shri Vijay Kumar Gupta , 
Vill . & P .O . Dewdha , 
Jaynagar, 
Madhubani ( Bihar ) 
Shri Uma Kanta Rai, 
Vill. Mangraudi, 
P . O . Ganauli, 
Via - Andhrathari , 
Dist. Madhubani, Bihar, 
Shri Braj Kishore Sahni, 
Moh . Benta Road , Sahganj, 
P .O . Laheriasara , 
Darbhanga ( Bihar) 
Shri Girja Malakar, 
P . O . Sanda , 
Via — Islampur, 
Nalanda ( Bihar ) 
Shri Ramdev Jamadar, 
Vill . & P . O . Parthu , 
Ekanagarsarai, 
Nalanda (Bihar ) 
Shri Visheshwar Singh , 
Vill. Mirganj Sarmera, 
Dist. Nalanda Bihar, 
Shri Akil Ajit, 
Mahalla Lal Mandir , 
(East Sido ) 
Jehanabad Ward 
No . 11 , Gaya , Bibar. 
Shri Ram Ratan Choudhary, 
S / o Aganu Chaudhary, 
Vill. Saidpur, 
P . O . Lakhawar, 
P . S. Ghosi, Gaya, 
Bibar. 
Shri Jai Nandan Sharma, 
S/o Padanathsingh , 
Vill. Surdaspur, 
P .O . Modan ganj, 
Julaphipur, Gaya , 


-do 


34 - Nalanda 


Failed to lodge any 
account. 


9. 


. - do 


41 - Jehanabad 


Failed to lodge the 
account in manner. 


10. 


-do 


41 – Jahanabad 


Failed to ledge the 
Account in the manner. 


11. 


-do 


41 - Jabanabad 


Failed to lodge any 
account. 


Bihar . 


12 . 


-do 


41 - Jabanabad 


13 . 


-do 


41 - Jahanabad 


Shri Birendra Kumar Singh , Account not lodged . 
S /o Mahabir Singh , 
Vill. & P . Q . Gadihara , 
P . S . Masauri, Patna, 
Bihar. 
Shri Ram Jatan Prasad , 

-do 
S / o Ghanshyam Maható , 
Vill. Piraundhamath , 
P . O . Modanganj, 
P .S . Ghosi , Gaya , 
Bihar. 


[ ATTI_ 


3 ( iii) ] 
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41 - - Jahanabad 


Account not lodged . 


14 . General Election to 

Lok Sabha, 1984 . 
(from Bihar) 


15. 


-do 


41 - Jahanabad 


-do 


Md. Yusuf Azad , 
S /o Karim Mia , 
New Mahalla , 
Ward No. 4 , 
P . O . Jahanabad , 
Gaya (Bihar) 

Shri Satya Prakash Singh , 
S / o Rajendra Singh , 
Vill. Sewanan , 
P .O . Nadaul, 
P . S . Jehanabad , 
Dist. Gaya (Bihar ) 
Shri Faudar Yadav, 
Vill. & P .O . & P .S . 
Chaudauti, Gaya , 
Bihar. 
Shri Vinod Singh , 
Vill . & P . O . Malhana , 
P .S . Chandwa, 
Dist. Palamau , 
Bihar. 


16 . 


-do 


44 -- Chatra 


17. 


-do 


44 - Chatra 


- -- - - 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


[No. 76/BR -HP /85] 


para foment , 14 fagfra , 1985 
357 . 37 . 14 :-- - gfaffurcat 3fufra 1951 
की धारा 106 के अनुसरण में निर्वाचन आयोग एतदद्वारा 
198 ft frafa 375ff 1 feet 791 9671 JOEY 
RAMATY AT TIC 16 - 11- 1984 T FTOTT Turforat 
FCHTI 
[ et . 82 faxTc -mt. 9 ./ ( 1/80 )/85] 

Tau 
बलवंत सिंह, अवर सचिव 

भारत निर्वाचन आयोग 


PRESENT : 

The Hon blc Mr. Justice Shivanugrah Narain 
SHIVANUGRAH NARAIN , J ., Ram Bilas Yadav, petitioner 
No. 2 , Lakhan Lal Kapoor, the intervenor- petitioner and the 
respondent Smt. Madhuri Singh along with others had filed no 
mination papers for election to the Lok Sabha from 84 Purnica 
Parliamentary Constituency . On 11- 12 - 1979 which was the 
date fixed for the scrutiny of the nomination papers , all no . 
mination papers of the candidates except Ram Bllas Yadav 
were declared valid . A question arose whether Ram Bilag 
Yadav was disqualificd from being a candidate and that ques 
tion was decided by the Rețuming Officer, Purnea Parliamen 
tary Constituency on 12 - 12 - 1979 . The Returning Omcer by 
his order of that date held that Ram Bilas Yadav was appoint , 
ed an Assistant Government Pleader , Purnea and thus held 
an office of profit under the State Government and was , there 
fore , disqualified from being a candidate at the cloction . The 
election was held on 6 - 1 - 1980 and after counting the respoti 
dent was declared elected on 8 - 1 - 1980 having secured maxi 
mum number of votes, namely , 1 ,63 , 022 , Lakhan Lal Kapoor 
the intervenor -election petitioner obtained 53, 233 and ono 
Nitya Nand Arya obained 1 ,01, 066 votes, The other contest . 
ing candidates secured votey ranging from 869 to 4 ,563. 


Now Delhi, the 14th December, 1985 
O . N . 14 . -- . n pursuance of Section 106 of the Represen 
tation of the Peoplo Act , 1931 ( 43 of 1951) the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment dated the 16th 
November , 1984 of the High Court of Judicature at Patna in 
Election Petition No . 1 of 1980 . 

[No. 82 / BR -HP(1 /80 ) /85) 

By Order , 
BALWANT SINGH , Under Socy . 

Election Commission of India 
ELECTION PETITION NO . 1 OF 1980 
In the matter of an application under section 81 of the 

Represontation of People Act , 1931 . 
Lakhan Lal Kapoor and others 

. .. Petitioncih . 

Versus 
Sat, Madhuri Singh 

...Respondent. 
For the Intervenor-petitioner ; Mr. Jageshwar Prosad 

Sinha. 
For the Respondent : Ms. Shyam Nandan Prasad Shar 

ma, Ramanugrah Prasad Singh , Rana Pratap Singh 
No. 2 and Amrendra Kumar Singh . 


2 . On 30- 1 - 1980 Ram Bilas Yadav along with an elector 
of the Constituency i.e . Bhubneshwar Arya filed the present 
election petition for a declaration that the election of the 
respondent to the Lok Sabha from the aforesaid Constituency 
was void , The sole ground set out in the petition is that 
the nomination paper of Ram Bilas Yadav was improperly 
rejected . It is asserted that the Returning Officer wrongly 
held that Ram Bilas Yadav held an office of profit under tho 
State Government and also that the Returning Officer discri 
minated against Ram Bilas Yadav inasmuch as whilo he rejer 
ted the nomination paper of Ram Bilas Yaday who was on 
the papel of Assistant Government Pleader, Purnca, he accept . 
ed as valid the nomination paper of Nitya Nand Arya who 
was on the panel of lawyers of the Commercial Tax Depart 
ment of the Government of Blbar . 


3 . Notice of the application was directed to be issued to 
the sole respondent on 6 - 2 - 11980 . But it was not found possi 
ble to serve the notice on the respondent and steps for substi 
tuted service were ordered to be taken by publication of the 
notice in the Indian Nation . A notice was published in , the 
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Indian Nation but due to some mistake in tho notice , theCort 
directed the issue of a corrigendum and subsequently called 
upon the election petitioners to deposit publication costs for 
publishing the corrigendum which cost was to be deposited 
by 25 - 2 - 1981, Lakhan Lal Kapoor filed a petition for adding 
him as a petitioner on the ground that the original eloction 
petitioners were colluding with the ręgpondent, and was not 
interested in prosecuting the election petition . The election 
petition as well as the petition for addition of party filed by 
Lakhan Lal Kapoor were dismissed by this Court by its order 
datod 27 - 2 - 1981 for non -compliance of some orders . But 
Lakhan Lal Kapoor appealod to the Supreme Court and by 
its order dated 22 - 11 - 1983 passed in Civil Appeal No . 2727 
of 1982 , the Hon ble Supreme Court set aside the order of 
dismissal and remanded the matter to this Court to consider 
the application of Sri Lakhan Lal Kapoor for being implcaded 
as a party and to dispose of the election petition , thereafter, 
expeditiously . By order No. 26 dated 26th February , 1984 
the petition was allowed and the intervenor- election petition : 
cr was granted time to deposit the publication cost and the 
corrigendum notice was directed to be published in the Indian 
Nation fixing 20 - 3 - 1984 as the date for appearance of the 
respondent and for filing written statement as well as for 
settlement of issues. The respondent appeared on 15 - 3 - 1984 
and on 20 - 3 - 1984 the petitioner filed a petition for recalling 
the order adding the intervenor election pctitioner as a peti 
tioner in the case . That order was recalled by order No. 40 , 
dated 14 - 4 -1984 and after protracted hearing of the petitioner 
of the intervenor-petitioner which was strenuously contested 
by the respondent, by order dated 4th May , 1984 the inter 
venor petitioner was directed to be added as an election 
petitioner. 


( 9 ) Whether in view of the terms and conditions of his 
appointment as Asistunt Government Pleader lụy the Gov 
crnment of Bihur , the petitionc no , 1 , Ram Bilag Yadav 
was simply entitled to get fee for specific cases which were 
assigned to him and in which he worked or did the peti 
tioner no , I get any monthly permanent remuneration to 
watch cases in Courts relating to land ceiling cases of Purnca 
District ? 

( 10 ) Whether though appointed as Assistant Government 
Pleader , petitioner no . 1 was at liberty to refuse to work in 
any revenuç casc assigned to him was free even to work 
against the Government in any particular case including 
revenuc cascs not assigned to him ? 

( 11 ) Whether any office was created for petitioner no . 1 
in his capacity as Assistant Government Pleader and whether 
staff was also provided by the State Government to maintain 
the office of petitioner no. 1 as Assigant Government 
Pleader ? 


( 12 ) Whether in view of the terms and conditions of his 
appointment as Assistant Government Pleader for revenue 
cases in the district of Purnea, the petitioner no . 1, Ram 
Bilas Yadav, held any office of profit under the Government 
of the State of Bihar , other than and office declared Parlia 
ment by law not to disquality its holder for election to the 
Parliament ? 


( 13 ) Whether the nomination papor of pctitioner no . 1 
was in properly rejccled by the Returning Officer on tho 
ground that the petitioner no . 1 held an office of profit 
under the State Government? 


( 14 ) Are the petitioners or any of them entitled to a do 
claration that the clection of respondent, the returned candi 
date to the House of People from 24 Purnea Parliamentary 
Constitutency in January , 1980 i8 void and to any other 
relief or reliefs ? 


4 . In the meantime, the respondent filed his written state 
mert asserting that the nomination paper of potitioner No. 1 
Ram Bilas Yadav had been rightly ejected as an Assistant 
Government Pleader because he held an ofllce of profit under 
the State Government. The respondent also controverted the 
allegation of discrimination against the Returning Officer and 
assorted that the case of Nitya Nand Arya whose nomination 
papor was accopted as valid stood on a different footing . The 
followiog issues were framed : 


( 1 ) Whother the clection petition as framed is not main 
tainablo ? 


( 2 ) Whether the election petition contravenes the provi 
sions of section 81 and 117 of the Representation of the Peo 
ple Act, 1951 because it has been jointly filed by a candidate 
and an elector and only one set of costs by way of security 
has been deposited ? 


( 3 ) Whether the clection petition does not comply with 
the provisions of section 81 ( 3 ) of the Representation of Peo 
ple Act. 1951, inasmuch as the election petition was not ac 
companied by thc requisite number of copies of the election 
petition duly signed and attested as required by section 81 ( 3 ) 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 ? 


Subsequently by order no . 49 dated 23- 5- 1984 following 
additional issue was framed - - 
" Whether the order rejecting the nomination paper of 

petitioner no . 1 is improper because it contravents 
Articles 14 and 16 of tho Constitution inasmuch as 
though Nitya Nand Arya was also an Assistant 
Governient Pleader and the petitioner and Nitya 
Nand Arya were similarly situatc , the nomination 

paper of Nitya Nand Arya was accepted as valid ," 
I would, liercafter, refer to it as Issue No. 15. 

5 . At the leasing neither the original potitioners appear 
ed and cvilence has been adduced only on behalf of the 
intervenor -election petitioner and the respondent. 

6 . Issue No. 2 - According to the respondent, the election 
petitioner contravencs the provisions of section 81 of the 
Representation of Peuple Act, 1951, hcrcinafter referred to 
as the Act , because it was filed orginally jointly by a can 
didate and by an elcctor Bhubanshwar Arya . Section 81 of 
the Act runs thus : 
" Presentation of petition ( 1) An election petition call --- 

ing in question any election may be presented on 
one or more of the grounds sepcified in sub - section 
( 1 ) of section 100 and section 101 to the Election 
Commission by any candidate at such cloction or 
any clcctor within forty -five days from , but not 
carlier than the dato of election of the returned 
candidate , or if there are more than one returned 
candidate at the election and the dates of their 

election are different, the later of thoso two datos . 
Explunation In this sub- section , efector moans a per 

son who was cntitled to voto at the election to 
which the clection petition relatea , wlicther ho has 


( 4 ) Whether the copy of the election petition served on 
the respondent is a copy duly attested as required by section 
81 ( 3 ) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and if 
not whether on that ground there has been a contravention 
of the mandatory provision of section 81 ( 3 ) of the Act ? 


( 5 ) Whether the election petition doos not comply with 
the provisions of section 82 of the Reprosentation of the Peo . 
ple Act, 1951 because of non -joinder of Nitya Nand Arya or 
tho Returning Officer og respondents to the election petition ? 


( 6 ) Whether the election petition is, otherwise , not main 
tainable because of the non - joinder of Nitya Nand Arya and 
or of the Returning Officer ? 


( 7) Whether for the reasons given in the written statement 
or apparent in the face of the record , the election petition 
does not comply with the provisions of section 83 of the Act , 
and if so whether it is fit to be dismissed summarily ? 


(2) An electisuch clecione lition rate at the means date 


(2 ) An election petition shall be decond to have pre 

sented to the Election Commission 
( a ) when it is delivered to the Secretary of the Com 

mission or to such other officer as may be appoint 
ed by the Election Commission in this behalf 
(i) by the person making the petition , or 


( 8 ) Whether the allegations or any of the allegations 
the eloction petition are vague and fit to be struck out ? 


in 
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( (ii) by a person authorised in writing in this behalf 

hy the person making the retition ; or 
(h ) when it is sent by registered post and is delivered 

to the Secretary to the Commission or the officer 
so appointed ." 


negatived by the Election Tribunal, Allahabad in these 
words : 
" It is true that the section requires the petitioner to 

deposit Rs. 1000 . But the section contem - plates a 
deposit of Rs. 1000 per petition . The object of 
demanding the security is to provide for costs of 
the petition . The costs of the petition would be 
the same whether the petition is filed by one per 
NON or by three persons . In our poinion it was 
sulficient for the three petitioners to deposit a sum 
Of Rs. 1000 as security under section 117 of the 

Act." ( VI Election Law Report 138 at page 144 ) . 
I respectfully gree and adopt the aforesaid observations of 
the Election Tribunal, Allahabad, In the case reported in 
V Election Law report 303 also it was held that a joint 
deposit of Rs. 1000 by two petitioners wag adequate and 
he Tribunul observed " the joint petition thus being valid 
and competent, it follows, in our opinion , that the require 
ments of section 117 of the Act providing fee deposit of 
Rs. 1000 with the petition are satisfied ” ( at the time of this 
case before the Tribunal, the amount deposit roquired under 
section 117 was Rs, 1000 ) . Issuie No. 2 must, therefore , 
he answered in the negative and in favour of the election 
retilioner . 


Sri Sharma, the learned counsel appearing for the respon 
dent, contends that section 81 uses the singular expregsion 
any candidate or any elector and , therefore , by necessary 
ingplication it prohibits and election petition to be filed 
jointly by more than two candidates or by a candidate or 
elector jointly , 

7. Section 13 of the General Clauses Act , 1897 provides 
that unless tbere is any thing to the contrary in the Act or 
otherwi e , word in the expression singular should include 
the plural. Therefore , from the use of the singular num 
ber the intention of the legislature to prohibit a joint peti 
tien filed by more than one candidate or filed jointly by 
an elector and a candidate cannot be spelt out. Not only 
we do not find in the context anything to exclude the appli 
cation of the general rule that the singular includes plural, 
there is clear indication in the Act itself that section 81 
contemplates a joint election petition . Section 110 of the 
Act provided " if there are more petitioners than one, no 
applicuion to withdraw an election petition shall be inade 
except with the consent of all the petitioners." Section 112 
provides : 
" an election petition shall abate only on the death of 

a sole petitii ner or of the survivor of several 

petitioners . 
Yf, therefore , the Act is read as a whole as it inust be on 
general principles not only a joint election petition is not 
prohibited by the Act but is distinctly contemplated by the 
Act. As the election petitions can be filed under section 81 
alone, it must be lield that a joint election perition either 
by two candidates of hy onc candidate and an elector or 
electory is permissible under section 81 of the Act. Order 2 
Rule 1 of the Code of Civil Procedure , the provisions of 
which apply to trial of the election petition , clearly per 
mits the joindar of several plaintiffs who jointly or epu 
rately possess any right to the relief i respect of the same 
trulsaction . A candidate or an elector both had a right 
to Ale an ciection petition to have the election declared void . 
On general principles, joinder of several petitions is , therc 
fore , not prohibited so long a common right is being claim 
cd in respect of the same transaction . 

8 . I am fortified in this conclusion by the decision of three 
Election Tribunals ruported in IV Election Law Report 441 , 
V Election Law Report 303 and VI Election Law Report 
138. While the decision reported in V Elcction Law Re 
port rclated to the election petition which had been filed 
by more than one candidate , the decisions reported in IV 
und VI Election Law Reports related to a joint retiion filed 
by electors and more one or more candidatos . No decision 
either of any High Court or Election Tribunal taking a 
contrary view has been brought to my attention , Jt follows, 
therefore , that the joint election petition by candidate and 
elcctor is not prohibited by section 81 and that the elec 
tion petition does not contravene section 81 of the Act. 


10 . Issue No. 3, - This issue was not pressed by the learn 
ed counsel for the respondent and , therefore , it must be 
helul that the election petition complied with the provisions 
of section 81 ( 3 ) of the Act and the issue is answered in 
negative , 

11. Issue No. 4 . The copy of the election petition served 
on the iespondent hay not been produced in this case . That 
copy was in the possession of the respondent. No evidence 
has been adduced giving reasons for non -production of the 
copy. An adverse intercnce must, therefore, be drawn 
against the respondent and it inust be held that the copy 
served was a copy July attested under Section 81 of tho Act 
Further, the requirement of section 81 ( 3 ) that the copy 
must be a copy duly attested by the petitioners under his 
signature to be a truc copy of the election petition appMes 
only to the copies which are required by section 81 ( 3 ) of 
the Act to accompany the election petition . I does not 
ripply to other copies which muy be served on the respon 
(lent in pursuince of order of the Court. That was speci 
fically held by me hy order dated 13- 12- 1980, in Election 
Petition No . 34 of 1980 . It must, thcrefore , le held that 
there was no contravention of the provisions of section 
81 ( 3 ) of the Act and loyle No. 4 must also be decided 
against the respondent. 

12 . Issue Nos, 5 & 6 . - It is conceded by the learned coun 
se for the respondent that as the order of the Returning 
Officer has been impugned on the ground of discrimination 
and the petitiones the alleged that he has been discriminat. 
ed against vis - a - vis Nitya Nanc Arya , the petition is bed for 
their nonjoinder . In my opinion , this contention is com 
pletely misconceived . Section 82 ( a ) provides that where 
the further declaration that he petitioner has been duly 
clected has not been claimed and except in the case where 
uny allegation of corrupt practice against any other candi 
caite is made in the petition only the returned candidate 
nced be joined , no other person is , in such cases required 
to be joined by section 82 of the Act. Neither any declara 
tion that the petitioner le declared clected is claimed nor 
any legation of corrupt practice has been made in this 
retition . Further , as held by the Supreme Court in Jyoti 
Busiv. Dehi Chosil ( A . I. R . 1982 SC 983 ) the only pergon 
who can he joined a respondent to the election petition are 
candidates who are entitled to be so joined either under 

ection 82 or section 8614 ) of the Act which provides for 
the joinder on his application in due time of any candidato 
Nitya Nund Aryal and ihe Returning Officer not being can 
didates ( !!) not be joined either under section 82 or section 
86 of the Act. I must also state that the petitioner is not 
scaking any relief against Nitya Nand Arya , or asserting 
anything prejudicial to Nitya Nanda Arya jor , according 
to the retitioner , the nomination paper of Nitya Nand Arya 
wis rightly accepted as void?. No allegation of malafide 
either has been mode against the Returning Officer. It is 
not stated that there was any intentional discrimination in 
favour of Nitya Nand Arya or against the petitioner. On 


9 . Does it contravene section 117 of the Act ? Sri Sharina 
contends that it docs because admittedly only one set of 
security for costs has been deposited . He urges that as 
there were two petitioners, two sets of security for costs 
should have been verosited . Section 117 run as follows : 


" Deposit of security . - The petitioner shall enclose with 

the petition a Government Treasury receipt show 
ing that a deposit of onc thosuand rupecs has been 
macle by him either in a Government Treasury os 
in the Reserve Bank of India in favour of thie 
Flection Cominission is security for thc costs of 
the petition . 


Here also Sri Sharma ielies on the lise of the cxpression 
petitioner in ihc singular number in section 117 of the 
Act. He urges that the section says that the petitioner i.e . 
cach petitioner munt denosit rupees two thousand as security 
costs. This argument is completely misconceived and was 


50 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 8 , 1986 /MAGHA 19, 1907 

(PART II – Sec . 3 ( iii )] 
- - - - 

- 

= S - DASAR 
general principles also their joinder is not iequired . These that of petitioner , it may amount to an aver 
two issues , therefore , must also be decided against the res ment that the discrimination made by the Return 
pondent and must be answered in the negative . 

ing Officer was intentional and thus to an allega 

tion of intentional discrimination , I, therefore , hold that 
13 . Issue Nos , 7 & 8 . — It is urged on behalf of the ICS 

the election petition complies with the provisions of soc 
pondent that the election petition docs not contain stutc tion 83 , that nonc of tho allegations in the election peti 
ments of the naterial facts on which the petitioner relics. tion are vague and fit to be struck out and the election peti 
No other ground for contravening section 83 is urged . The tion is not fit to be dsmssed summarly for contravention 
sole question , therefore , is whether the material facts on of section 83. Issue nos . 7 and 8 must, therefore , be ang 
which the petitioner clies have been set out. Now , as I wered in the negative and against the respondent. 
have stated , the sole ground on which the election petition 
is the improper rejection of nomination paper of Ram Bilas 

16 . Issue No. 1 : - -No other defect in the frame of the 
Yadav , petitioner 110 . 1 . Now it is stated in the election clection petition has been urged . It muist , therefore , be held 
petition that though the petitioner was appointed an Assist that the election petition is maintainable . Issue no . 1 must 
ant Government Pleader, he was not a retained lawyer like therefore , be answered in negative . 
the Government Pleader , he was not full-time employee of 
the Government, that he was entitled to appear against 

17 , Issue No. 9 The copy of the appointment letter of 
Government in cases in which he chose not to uppear for the petitioner has been exhibited and marked without ob 
the Government that he was free to reject any brief offered jection as Ext. 3 . So far as the remuneration to which tho 
to him , that he did not receive any fired retainer fce , that petitioner was cntitled is concerned, the only relevant 
ho appeared for the Government on payment of fees the statement in the letter of appointment is as follows : 
rates of which were specified in the petition and that he 
was not holding any permanent substantive position which 

" The fees admissible to Agsistant Government Pleader 
had an independent cxistence. It was also assorted that he 

will be payable to Sri Yadav for conducting those 
was not duty bound to work for Government in all cases. 

cases. 
As pointed out in Hardwari Lal Versly Kanwal Singh ( A . I. R . 
1972 S . C . $ 15 at 520 ) . material fucts are facts which if 

There is no oral evidence regarding the remuneration pay 
cstablished would give the petitioner the relief asked for . 

able to Sri Ram Bilas Yadav for working as Assistant Govern 
If all thesc facts are accepted, the petitioner may be en 

ment Plcader . The only materials on point are the sums 
titled to the finding that he did not hold any office under 

claimed by and paid to Sri Yadav for appearing in Cases 
the Government and , therefore , was not disqualified under 

which are evidenced by the photostat copy of treasury 
Article 102 ( 1 ) of the Constitution . 

voucher no . 186 corresponding to bill no . 209 /4 of 79 - 80 

of the Purnea Treasury . This voucher shows that payment 
14 . Mr. Shurina contendes that he has not disclosed the 

of Rs. 1340 )- according to the bill submitted by him was 
terms of his appointment. This contention is completely 

made to Sri Ram Bilas Yadav, Assistant Government Pleader 
misconceived . That the petitioner was free to reject any 

for his appearing in the cases noted therein . The period 
brief, that he was free to appear against the Government in 

of the bill is March , 1979 till May , 1979. From the bill 
cases for the Government, that he was entitled to be paid 

it appears that fces have been claimed for appearing in the 
fees , that is to say his remuneration , and that he was not 

cases detailed in the bill on various dates according to the 
a retained lawyer , all these are terms and conditions of ap 

tinje occupied , If only one hour was occupied , then the fee 
pointment of Assistant Government Plcader . In support 

charged and paid was Rs. 20 - and if four honours and 
of his argument, Mr, Sharma relied on the facts that the 

more were occupied , then the daily fee charged and paid 
letter of appointment of Sri Rarr : Bilas Yadav was not an 

was Rs. 301 . There is no reference to any fixed monthly 
nexed to the election petition . But though the terms and 

remuneration that is to say, any fixed retainer fee . The 
conditions of ppointment as Government Pleader ure mate 

absence of any fixed retained fee therein , in my opinion , 
rial facts , the letter of appointment cannot be regarded as 

clearly shows that the petitioner was not entitled to any 
a material fact. It is evidence of a material fact , namely , 

fixed monthly remuneration as retainer fee , he was paid 
the arms and conditions of appointment of Ram Bilas 

fee for the cases in which he appeared. Issue No. 9 is ans 
Yadav . As pointed out in Manphul Singh v . Surinder Singh 

wered accordingly . 
( A . I. R . 1973 S . C 2158 ) , it is neither necessary nor per 
missible for the elector to set out evidence in the election 

18 . Issue no. 10 : - Admittedly , Sri Ram Bilas Yadav, 
petition . 

Advocate , the petitioner no. 1 in this Court was at the 

relevant time a lawyer on the panel of Assistant Govern . 
15 . I next turn to the allegation of discrimination . So ment Pleaders for the district if Purne . The order of 
far as this ground for impugning the order of rejection of appoinment of Sri Ram Bilas Yadav , hereinnfter called the 
the nomination paper is concerned , the relevant averments petitioner Yadav , is contained in a letter of the Under 
which are contained in paragraph 25 of the election peti Secretary to the Government of Bihar in the Law Depart 
tioner are only to the extent that Sri Nitya Nand Arya was ment, duted 7 December , 1978 addressed to the District 
a panel lawyer of the Government of Bihar of the Comer Magistrate , Purnea and the subject matter of the letter is 
cial Tax Department, he was appointed by the Finance De Appointment of Advocate for conducting cases relating to 
partment of the Government of Bihar to appear in cases the Land Ceiling Act in Punea district. The letter which is 
on behalf of the Government on payment of fee and the in Hindi translated into English and so far as it is rele 
position of Nitya Nand Arya in this respect was the same vant runs thus 
to that of pctitioner no), 1 and this was known to all. The 
fucts on which the pctitioner relies for substantiating the 

" In continuation of letter no . 7881 J. dated 5 - 12 - 78 
case of discrimination is that the position of Sri Nitya Nand 

of the Law (Judicial) Department on the above 
Arya whose nomination paper was accepted was the same 

subject, I am directed to say that the State Govern 
as that of petitioner no. 1, and they are stated in the 

ment have been pleased to appoint Sri Ram Bilas 
petition . It cannot. Therefore , be said that tñe allegation 

Yadav , Advocate , Purnea in the panel of Assis 
of discrimination is completely vague and the respondent 

tant Government Pleaders of the district of 
cannot properly controvert this allegation . As a matter of 

Purnea and simultaneously the State Government 
fact, in her written statement the respondent has contro 

has also directed that Sri Yadav alone shall con 
verted this allegation . The respondent has stated that Sri 

duct the cases relating to the Land Ceiling Act 
Nitya Nund Arya was not o retained lawyer like the peti 

of Punea Sadat comprised in the district of 
tioner no . 1 and was not getting any monthly renuneration 

Purnea . In course of conducting those cases fecs 
Nike petitioner no . 1, he was not provided offi . e and stuff 

admissible to Assistant Government Pleader shall 
and he was under no obligation to watch Cloverninent cases 

he payable to Sri Yadav. " 
othor tlian those entrusted to hi mand he was at liberty to 
uppear against Government in which he chose not to accept 

It is clear from the aforesaid letter of appointment that 
and was also free not to accept any brief of the Commercial all the cases in Purnca Sadar relating to Land Ceiling Act 
Tax Department. As a platement has been made in para were to be conducted by Sri Yadav alone. That is to say , 
graph 25 of the election petition that it was known to all by this order the petitioner Yadav was not only appointed 
that the position of Nitya Nand Arya was the same as Assistant Government Pleader but was also assigned all the 
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cases to him saying that petitioner Yadav would not appear 
them against the State Government . The evidence of Sri 
Chose inat Ram Bilas Yaday did not appear against the 
State Government in Land Ceiiing cases was aiiacked by 
the learned counsel for the petitioner as admissible as hear 
say Veng the statement of a person who has noiveen 
examined as a witness . But Ram Bilas Yaday is the peti- : 
tioner in tais case and his statement to Sri Ghose that he 
did not appear against the State Government in Land 
Ceiling Cascs amuunts to an admission by the petitioner 
Yadav and is adwssible as admission . Sri Ghose and R .Ws. 
11 and 12 are all practising lawyers but merely because 
petitioner Yadav is a fellow lawyer and he appears to be 
colluding with the respondent, I am not prepared to teject 
their iescimony. Their testimony on the point in accord with 
the probabilities of the case for accu . ding to the terms of 
appointment Sri Yadav had to appear for the Government in 
all the cases in Purnea Sadar relatiug to Land Ceiliul 
cases . 

. 


cases in Purnea Sadar relating to the Land Ceiling Act. de 
cording to the terms of appoininicht, therefore , Sri Yadav 
was not an Assistant Government Pleacer who did cniy 
such cases as would be assigned to him frodi ume to time 
by the competent authority . The letter of appoinimeni 
operates as general order of assignment of all cases relat - . 
ing to Land Ceiling Act in Purnea Sadar which obviously 
means pending before the authorities in Purnea, to the 
petitioner Yadav . As all the cases of that category were 
assigned to the petitioner Yadav , petitioner Yadav not only 
acquired a right to conduct all those cases, but he was 
also entrusted with the duty of conducting those cases . 
Thus under the terms of appointment an obligation was 
imposed upon petitioner Yadav to conduct for the Govern 
ment: all cases relating to the Land Ceiling Act arising in 
or pending before the authorities in Purnea. As such an 
obligation was imposed upon him by the letter of appoint 
mebt and it is not dispute that petitioner Yadav accepted 
the appointment on the terms mentroned in the aforesaid 
letter of appoitment an obligation to appear for the Govern 
ment in all cases relating to the Ceiling Act in Purnea 
Sadar except perhaps in exceptional circumstancese. g . in . 
Cases in which on account of personal interest Sri Yadav 
was disqualified from appearing for the Government , 
was imposed on Sri Yadav. He was, therefore , under the 
terms of his appointment not a libety to refuse to work in 
the cases of the category specified in the letter of appointment. 
Of course , in regard to other cases including revenue cases 
which did not come under the category specified in the 
appointment letter , there was no obligation on him to work 
for the Government. The first part of the issue is answered 
accordingly : As the letter of appointment by necessary implie 
cation provides that the petitioner Yadav was not at libe 
rary to refuse to work for the State Government any case 
relating to Land Ceiling Act in Purnea Sadar, oral evi 
dence on the point is not of any consequence . I may state 
that the intervenor petitioner examined himself as P . W . 1 
and asserted that the petitioner Yadav was free to decide 
whether or not to appear for the State Government in 
any case in the Revenue Department. His evidence on 
this point is completely useless as the question has to be . 
decided solely on the basis of the terras of apponit 
Inent which have been reduced to the form of a docu 
ment, Ext. 3 and those terms are urambiguous. 


. 


19. So far as the second part of the issue , narnely , 
whether the petitioner Yadav was free to work against 
the Government in any particular case including revenue 
cases not assigned to him , it is not disputed by Sri Sharma 
appearing on behalf of the respondent that, except in 
regard to the Land Ceiling Act cases in Purnea Sadar all 
of which have been assigned to him , the petitioner Yadav 
was at liberty to work against the Government in any 
particular case not assigned to him . In view of this 
concession on the question of fact, it is not necessary to 
refer to the evidence on the point , I may , however, state 
the Sri Ghose , a lawyer practising in the courts of Purnea 
admitted in reply to a Court question that petitioner 
Yadav did appear in criminal cases against the State Gov 
ernment. In view of this admission by Sri Ghosh , it is 
difficult to accept the avidence of Sri Thakur ( P . W . 1 ) , 
another lawyer practising at Purnea suggesting that the peti 
tioner Yadav while Assistant Government Pieader a noi 
appear againsi Governraent in other case . It may be that 
he personally did not sie pe itioner Yadav working in any 
case against the State Govern 22a during chai porid. The 
second part of issue . no . 10 musi, derefore, be answered 
in the afimative subject to this charitation that all the 
cases relating to Land Ceiling Act in Perga Sub- vision 
had been assigned to hin ardeiicer Yedey was not at 
liberty to work against the Goreme , tese cases which 
had been assigned to him . 

20 . I should have stated that a number of witnesses 
have deposed that the petitioner Yadav did not accept 
briefs against the Government in cases relating to Land 
Ceiling Act . It is sufficient to refer to the evidence of Sri 
Ghose (RW : 10 ) . Awadesh Singh (R . W . 11 ) . and Sri 
Mandali ( R . W . 12 ) ali cf whom are lawvers practising in 
Purnea . Shri Ghose stated that Ram Bilas Yadav entrusted 
to him land ceiling case of his relative stating that he did . 
not appear against the State Government in land ceiling 
cases and Sri Awadhesh Kumar ( R . W . 11 ). who was a 
junior of the Petitioner Yadav , used to bring land ceiling 
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21 Issue Nos , 11 and 12 :-- These issues are inter connect. 
ed and are therefore , taken up together. The intervenor elec . 
tion petitioner ( P . W . 1 ) deposed that no office or stati was :.. . 
provided to Ram Bilas Yadav . But he is the solitary witness 
examined . On behalf of the petitioner and when here is 
evidence to the contrary , his evidence cannot be accepted 
at its face value . On behalf of the respondent, a large num 
bem of witnesses have been examined who have acposed 
that part of the room which was the chamber of the Gov. 
ernment Pleader , Purnea had been enclosed by wooden 
partition and that enclosed space served as the chamber of : 
petitioner Yaday where he kept bis briefs and used as office . . 
They also deposed that a Government employee was attach 
ed to the office for the Land Ceiling cases. The witncsses 
on the point are P .Ws. 1 , 4 , 5 , 6 , 7 , 8 , 10 , 11 and 12 . AU 
of them have deposed that petitioner Yadav had a chamber 
which was separate from the chamber of the Government 
Pleader. It has been clarified in the evidence of some of 
them that the chamber was situate in the same room as 
that cccupied by the Government Pleader but it was separat 
ed from his chamber by rneans of a wooden partition . Out : ) 
of these R .Ws. 1 , 5 , 6 , to 8 , 10 to 12 are lawyers practising 
Purnea court, while R . W . 4 is a cultivator who had request 
ed petitioner - Yadav to appear in a Land Ceiling Case . 
on his behalf . It is true that petitioner Yaday and the 
aforesaid lawyer witnesses are members of the same frater- : 
nity and practising of the same court and are , therefore 
excepted to have some affinity with the Petitioner Yadav. It 
also seems that petitioner - Yadav is not interested in pro 
secuting this election petition and it may well be that he 
has been gained over by the respondent. But merely because 
of that reason , I am not prepared to discard the testimony : 
of all these lawyers . Sri Ghose ( R . W . 10 ) candidly accepted , 
contary to the case of the respondent that petitioner Yadav 
did appear in criminal cases against the State Government. 
The intervenor - petitioner ( P . W . 1 ) did not doubt depose 
that no office or staff was provided to Ram Bilas Yadav , 
but I am not prepared to prefer the testimony of the 
election petitioner to that of Sri Ghose ( R . W . 10 ) , and 
other lawyer witnesses for the respondent. Though it appears 
from tho order sheet ( Ext. 2 ) of the Returning Officer dated 
11-1079 Bastion objecuca to his nomination paper was 
raised , poctionar Yadav prayed for one day s time to prove 
that he was not holding any office of profit, Sri Kapoor 
( P . 1 ) who claims to have sen present at the time of 
scany las categorically doned to ile petitioner had 
pcay d oreo oraz of soruny of as 300isation paper 
to the next day and only after further question in bed . 
mer Rea Bis Yedd state that he would produce 
eide 

the song th a not roduce the 
evidence on the very day on which the objection was raised . 
Therefore, apart from being highly rartisan , Sri Lakhan Jal . 
Kacoor ( P . W . 1.) is not a straight forward witness. I would , 
therefore , accept the evidence of the aforesaid witnesses on 
behalf of the respondents who have hen subjected to cros 
examination but nothing bas been elici ed in cross- examina 
tion which discredits this part of their evidence . Lwould , . 
therefore , accept the evidence that Ram Bilas Yadav used 
to sit in a part of the room occupied by the Government 
pleader which part was separated from the other part of the 
room by means of a wooden partition . There is , however , no 
evidence , on the record which would show as to who had 
allotted that accommodation to the petitioner Yadav, v. R . W . 
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5 who is an Advocate stated that so far as hc was awarc 
the chamber of the Government Pleader was allotted by the 
District Judge and that he did not know who had alioricu 
the chamber to petitioner Yadav, whether the District Judge 
or the Govçrament Plcader . On the evidence , therefuie , 
it Cúpot be ulcd owl luat petitioner Yaday was cccupying 
a portion of the room in which the cbamber cf the Govem 
ment pleader wus situate with the permission of the Govern 
ment pleader . 


he condu - led . He was , therefore , clearly receiving remuncra 
LIDL U We shape ol Ites IUI bewurk done by hin TUI 
the VUV W it. Ina veuly 80 , it is nulles wat if the 
paniont luuy was holding an Olico , I was a once 
of prunt. ln Kuala Nathuria versus Manak Chaud (AIR ) 
191V S . L . 074 ) watch Wuş strenuously lelicd upou by the 
learned Counsel for the PELILI0n0r , uy appeilaul Wild WH AN 
ALVOLULC nad ucen appuinudas Special Wuyentent lleuder 
10 conduct a casc ou venalulat OL & uun . 0 . 1% 
with the governmeut uuvucale , judupur Gu She was lu gel 
her share of tee out of the daily lee of Rs. 150 payaoic 10 
000 anoiter lawyer who had prev .Uusiy ucen appomed LO 
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22 . Sri Ghose ( R . W . 10 ) also deposed that one Sri 
Surendra Prasad an Upper Division Clerk of the Purnca 
Collectorate had been provided 10 petitioner Yadav and was 
altuched to him . He furthor deposed that an Assistant of 
the Collectorate sometimes used to cceive cupies of the 
perion lie , woich he uscd lo serve on petitione. - Yad . v . 
The evidence of R . W . U noiher lawyer is to ine sarac 
et est except that hic ducs not state that Surendra Prasad 
accepted notice on behalf of peticiones Yud . v , he evijence 
of R . W . 12 is on the sine lines as that of R . W . 11 . RWs 1 
and 4 to 8 also deposed substantially to the same effect, but 
they do not disclose the name of the Government cmployec 
who was attached to the petii.oner- Yadav. Though all ihze 
witncasco have boen crce -examined , fotbing has been elicited : 
in their cross -examination which would discredit their testi 
moncy in the Court. It is true that none of them had been 
the letter of any authority by which the clerk was deputed 
to the office of petitioner - Yadav but that does not detract 
from the reliability of their tostimony that a Government 
employee was working along with petitioner- Yaday , The 
evidence is also not improbable . It has come in evidence 
of R . W . 10 that there were a large number of cases relating 
to Land Ceiling Act in Purnea courts and there is nothing 
unuqual if & clerk was deputed by the Purnoa Collectorate 
to look after the cases and asiat petitioner- Yaday who was 
tbo lawyer incharge of those cases. But as no documentary 
evidence regarding the deputation of the clerk has been 
brought on the record , I think the ovidence adducod on 
behalf of the respondent comes to this that an Assistant of 
the Purnea Collectorate was used to be present in the office 
of petitioner - Yadav and he often accepted notice in Land 
Ceiling cascs meant for the petitioner Yadav and thus a 
Government employee was assisting Sri Yaday in the dis 
charge of his duty . On these materials, however it is not 
possible to hold that the services of that Assistant were 
placed under the control of potitioner - Yadav. 


meni to an once but Sikri, J , ( as Leiben was ) who spoke 
for the majority in the case observed there is no Quuol 
that if her cngagement as Spocial Government plcader 
amounts to appointment to an ortive it would be an Oulice 
of profit under the State Government of Rajasthan " ( at page 
700 of the report). In the casc reported in A . I. R , 1954 S .C . 
653 though it was held that the unofficial Chaioan of a 
Municipality who is entitled to draw fee of Rs, 6 /- for each 
sitting of the committee , does not hold an office of profit 
because payment is not to be taken by way of remuneration 
or profit but is given to him as a Lonsolidated payment for 
pocket expenses incurred in attending the meeting, it was 
pointed out that the word profit connotes the idea of 
pecuniary gain and if there is a gain , its quantum or amount 
would not be material except for deciding whether the offico 
rcally carries & profit. A lawyer who received bricts and 
is paid his fee , certainly is a person to whom pecuniary 
gain accrues. 


23. It is on the aforesaid facts found by me that the 
question has to be decided whether the petitioner Yadav 
was holding an office of profit under the State Government. 
Though the Retuming Officor had referred to Article 191 ( 1 ) 
( a ) of the Constitution but that is obviously mistake for 
Article 102 ( 1 ) ( a ) of the Act, Act 191 ( 1 ) ( a ) sets out the 
disqualification for membership of the State Legislatures . 
The Article dealing with the disqualification for the mem 
bers of the Parliament is Article 102 . A Article 102 ( 1 ) (a ) 
NDS As follows : 
" Dioqualification for membership ( 1 ) A person shali 

bo disqualified for being chosen as, and for being , 
a member of eiher House of Parliament 


25. The Dext question is whether the position which peti 
tioner Yaday occupied as Assistant Government Plcader who 
an office . This raises a question of considerable difficulty . 
The expression office was considered by a Constitution 
Bench of the Supreme Court in Kanta Kathuria s casc ( Supra ) 
and speaking for the majority of the Supreme Court Sikri, 
J , ( as bc then was) held that the expression office o cur 
ring in Article 191 ( 1 ) (a ) means an office which exists inde 
pendently of the holder of the office and Sikri, J. quoted with 
approval the observations of Justice Rowlat in ( 1922 ) 8 Tex 
Casc 231 that office meant " an office or an employment which 
was a subsisting, permanent, substantive position , wbich had 
an existence independent from the person who filled it, 
which went on and was filled in sucession by suc - essive 
holders. " In Mahadeo versus Shantibhai ( 1969 ) / 2 S . C . R . 422) 
the question came up for decision whether a lawyer who 
was on a panel of Railway Pleaders for conducting suits 
filed against the Union of India rcpregenting the Railway 
administration in the court at Ujjain held an office and the 
Supreme Court had to construe the meaning of term office 
of profit under the Union of India which disqualified for 
membership of the Madhya Pradesh Lagislative Assembly 
and decided whether the lawyer held an office of profit under 
the State Government within the meaning of expression as 
used in Article 191 ( 1 )( a ) of the Constitution of India . Miiter , 
J. who spoke for the Supreme Court in that rese quotd with 
approval the meaning of office given by Hidayatullah , CJ, 
speaking for the Supreme Court in the case of Statesman Ltd . 
versus H . R . Dcb ( 1968 ) 3S. C . R , 614 and hold that * An 
office means no more than a position to which certain duties 
are attarhed ." And the Sunreme Court decided the case on 
the footing that by office is meant the rinht and duty to 
exercise employment or a position to which certain duties 
Are attached . In determining whether the position of Assis 
tant Government Pleader held by the petitioner Yadav was 
an office within the meaning of expression as used in Article 
102 ( 1 / a ) of the Constitution , we have to apply the two 
tests laid down by the Supreme Court in the aforesaid two 
cases . It is true that the Supreme Court in the aforaggin wo 
cases was determining the mcaning of the expression Office 
as used in Article 191( 1 / a ) of the Constitution and not as 
used in Article 102 ( 1 )( a ) of the Constitution . But thero can 
be no doubt and it has not been disputed that the expression 
office in Artirle 102( 1 / a ) has the game meaning as in 
Article 191 ( 1 / a ). 


( a ) if he holds any office of profit under the Goy 

ernment of India or the Government of any 
State , other than an office declared bv Parliament 
by law not to disqualify itA holders ." 


It is conceded by the learned counsel for the petitioner that 
the nest of Assistant Government Pleader is not an office 
decla - ed by any Parliamini bv fnw not to risaunlify 
the holder . It is alio concedir 11 my opinion - rinh lv by 
tho learned counsel for the petitioner that if the post Agais 
tant Government Pleader held by retitioner - Yadav is an 
office of profit . it is an office of profit under the State 
Government. Admittedly , the petitioner was a lawyor in the 
panel of Assistant Government Pleader, Purnea . The ques 
tion for decision , therefore , is whether the post held hy 
the petitioner - Yadav at the relevant time was an office and 
If so whether it was an office of profit. 


24. The learned counsel for the petitioner did not concede 
that if the aforesaid post wår an office . it was An office 
of profit and argued that it was not an office of profit. The 
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1 26 . Before proceeding further , it is necessary to recapiu not all embracing it cannot be said that 10 Juties are imposed 
late the terms and conditions of the appointment of peti on the person occupying that position . As the duty was of 
tioner Yadav as Assistant Government Plender . They are representing the State Government and appealing for and 
as follows: 

conducting the cases of the State Government, the duties, 

must be held to be of a public character, 112 my wpinioti, 
( i) He was appointed to the panel of Assistant Gorcromc.it therefore , as Assistant Goveromcat Plender Incharge of Land 
Pleaders , Purnca district. 

C eiling Act wates of Purne: Sadar, Petitioner Yadav occu 

pied a position or place to which duties , more or less of 
( i ) All the cases before the authorities in Purnca Sadar public character were attached . The position held by the 
Telating to the Land Ceiling Act were to be conducted on petitioner Yadav us Assistant Governmeot Plçader, therefore , 
behalf of the State Government by petitioner Yadav and not passes the test ui piiblic oflice :: Jaid in Mahadeo s Cause 
by any one cloc. 

( supra ) . 
(ii ) Petitioner Yadav was not at liberty either to work 

28. The question whether the position satisfies the other 
against the State Govcinment or to refuse to work thc Siate 

Lest of office laid down in kanta Kathuriu s case ( supra ) is 
Govertiment (barring perhaps some cases) in cascs beforc thy 

morc afficult to unswer . The test laid down 112 Kunta 
anthorities at Purnea şudur relating to the Land Ceiling Act. 

Kathuria s Fille ( 91. ra ) is the existence of the position of 

afice independently of the holder of the oflice which test was 
(iv ) Petitioner Yaday was at liberty to appear against the 

called by Krishana Iyer, J. Speaking for the Supreme Court 
State Government cven in cancs before the Authorities at the 

in Madhukar y , Jagwant ( 1976 ) Supreme Court Report 832 
court of Purneu Sadar which did nut relate to the link at 853 critical test. The question for decision , therefore, is 
Ceiling Act and did appcat against the State Government whether the post of Assistant Government Pleader incharge 
in criminal cases, 

of cases in relation to thc Land Ceiling Act in Purnea is a 

post or position which existed independently of petitioner 
( v ) Sri Yadav was not paid any fixed sun as retainer ſee Yadav the liolder of the office for the time heing. The olllce 
and was only entitled to fees in respect of cases in whici) 

of the Assistant Government Pleader incharge of the cases 
be appeared for the State . 

relating to Land Ceiling Act in Purnça is in one sense an 

office independ of the incumbent of that office , because even 
(vi) As Assistant Government Pleader, Sri Yadav had it # ihe holder of the office is no longer there or does not 
place assigned to him in the room of the Government Ple continue to hold it the office would continue in thc sense 
ader, Purnca and a Clerk of the Purpea Collectorate assisted that it would be necessary for the State Government to have 
him in the discharge of his duties as Assistant Government someone who would conduct on its behalf as its lawyer the 
pleader. There is no evidence as 10 the period for which the case relating to the Land Ceiling Act in Purnen Sadar.) In 
petitioner Yadav was appointed Assistant Govern Another sense the position may be regarded ae having to 
ment pleader, but we may talc judicial notice of the fact independent existence for the Government may decide not to 
that the appointment of an Assistant Government Pleader in have any one lawyer as the lawyer incharge of all cases re 
the State of Bihar is not permanent appointment but a lating to the Land Ceiling Act in Purnea Sadar, It may choose 
appointment for a certain period . 

to have a number of lawyer for that purpose , doing cases 

assigned to them . But in view of the decision in Mahadeo s 
27. In view of terms and conditions of the appointment cage (Supra ) as interpreted in Kanla Kathura s casę (supra ) 
of petitioner Yaduy it is , in my opinion , difficult to resist the I am inclined to hold , though not without hesitation , in 
conclusion that petitioner Yadav held a position to which favour of the existence of the position or office independently 
certain rights and duties were attached , By virtue of the ap of the holder. 
pointment, unless the appointment was terminated, he had 
the right and in deed the duty , to conduct on behalf of the 

29 . In Mahadeo s case ( supra ) the terms and conditions of 
State Government all casca relating to the Land Ceiling Act 

the appointment of the lawyer on the panel of Railway 
before the authorities at Purnca Sadar . As he was the only 

Pleader which were regarded as relevant were (i) that he 
one lawyer who was to conduct casca in relation to Land 

would not accept any brief against any Railway in any court 
Ceiling Act in Purnea Sadar for the Government his right 

( ii ) Whether not the Railway Administration had engaged 
and duty to conduct those cases was not dependent on th : 

him in any litigation pending in the Court, it was his tuty to 
assignment of any particular case to him . Irrespective of any 

watch all cases coming up for hearing against the Railway 
subsequent order so long as his appointmont continued and 

administration and to give timely intimation of the same to 
was not terminated eitherby himself or the State Government, 

the offi- c of Chicf Commercial Superintendent and if necessary 
he was not free to accept a brief in the case relating to the 

to obtain an adjournment to protest the interest of the Rail 
Land Cçiling Act in Purnea Sadar against the State Govern 

way . He would get his fees onl; if he appeared in the case 
ment and so long as his appointment continued it was his 

and it was not necessary that the case which he watched 
duty to conduct and, therefore , to watch all cases relating to 

and got adiourned would necessarily be entrusted to him . But 
Land Ceiling Act filed or pending at that time in Purnca 

if it was not entrusted he would be paid Rs. 5 for that 
Sadar on behalf of the State Government. And this was so 

adjournment, The Supreme Court as I have already stated . 
even in the absenre of any instructions regarding any parti. 

that the lawyer held an office of profit. In Kanta Kathuria s 
cular case being given to him . The duty to watch cases was 

case (Annra ) the argument was presset upon the Sunro 
necessary implicit in the duty to conduct all such cascg . li 

Court that the test that in order to constitute an office within 
is true as appointed out by the learned counsel for the 

the meaning of Article 191 ( 1 )( a ), the office should have an 
intervenor- Petitioner , that to be able to conduct cases in 

eristen e inderendent of the holder of the office waç COD 
struction from ho State authorities was necessary , records of 

trary to the view taken by the Supreme Court in Mahadeo s 
the cases had to be made avaliable to him , witnesses etc . 

case ( supra ). That argument was rejected by Sikri, J . ( as he 
had to be produced and so on . No lawyer can work unless 

then was ) speaking for the majority of the Supreme Court in 
the client ingtructs him properly . But as I have said already, 

these words : 
the duty to conduct all cases of a particular category neceg 

" That case in no way miſitates against the view which 
sarily carried with it the duty to watch all cases of that cate 

we have taken in this case " . 
góry and in the event of want of specific instructions to try 

( 1970 ) 2 S . C .R . 835 at 849). 
to obtain adjournment for obtaining instructions in the case. 
I may reiterate that this duty or obillgation continued , for 

Their Lordship . of the Supreme Court in Kanta : Kathuria s 
the period of appointment and during its subsistence. The 

case held that the position of a lawyer on the panel of Rail 
petitioner was the lawyer in charge of the case relating to 

way Pleaders who was bound to watch all the cases of Rail 
tho Land Coiling Act in Purgea Sadar and, therefore , by 

way administration and wag mot free to accent Arief a ningt 
virtuo of his appointment and tho position which ho held , 

Railway administration was like that of a Standing Countel 
certain duties were imposed on and certain rights were con 

anit the office that he held existed indenendently of the holder. 
fetred upon him . The fact that the petitioner Yadav Wus 

30) Now the lawyer on the panel in Mahaden s raso was 
free to apnear against the State Government in cases not 

not artristed with all the casoy nurinat the Railway admini 
relating to Land Ceiling Act. do not, in my oninion , detract stration in the local area for which he had hoon Ani trd. 
from tho position that by virtue of his appointment certuiti 

he could anpcór exrent for th : Disuose of taking adiouin 
dition were imposed and retiain rights were conferred on mont. onlv in the cases which were rissigned to him and he 
him . Merely because the scope of the duty is restricted and 

con t get fees only for those cases. In the present case , ag 
1455 G1/85 — 7. 
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I have already rointed out, under the terms of his appoint ment Pleader is radically diffcrent from the case of an Assis 
meut petitioner Yadav was not the solo lawyer enpdwered 10 tant Government Pleader who is put exclusively incharge of 
and bound to , appear for the State Govcronicat in cases a particular category of cases and is thug vested with rights 
relating to the Land Ceiling Act in Punca Sadar . A duty of and duties by virtue of that appointment as Assistant Gov 
watching of such cases 895 necessarily imposed upon him . ernment Pleader itself. The Bench decision of this Court 
If the lawyer in Mahadeo s case could be regarded as virtually reported in 28 Election Law Report 209 was also a case in 
the Standing Counsel of the Railway administration , I do which the position of the Assistant Government Pleader 
not see any reason why petitioner Yadav can be regarded was similar and a tentativc opinion was expressed that he 
the Standing Counsel of the Stute Government for cases did not hold an office of profit. 
Telating to the Land Ceiling Act in Purnca Sadar , It is true 
that unless any other case was specifically assigned to him , 

33 . The learned counsel for the petitioner also roferred 
Sri Yadav was not under a duty to watch cases of the State 

IV ceratin rules in the Bihar Practice and Procedurc Manual 
Govertiment other than the Land Ceiling Act cases and his 

1939 and pointed out that the position of an Assistant Gov 
liberty to uppear against tie State Government was taken 

eramcot Pleader is different from that of a Government 
away only in respect of Land Ceiling Act cascs. But in my 

Plouder, It may be so but that is hardly relevant for deciding 
opinion , this only means that he was a Standing Counsel 01 

whether an Assistant Government Picader incharge of a 
the State Government not for all case : but only for case 

particular category of cases docs or does not hold an office 
of a particular category . It the lawyer in Mahedeo s CAMO 

of profit or not. I, therefore , hold that petitioner Ram 
(supra ) could be regarded as a Standing Counsel of the Rail 

Bilas Yadav , Assistant Governmcat Pleader held an office 
why administration , and holding an othce which had an 

of profit under the State Goveromcat within the meaning of 
existence independent of its holder , there is all the more 

expression as used in Article 102 ( 1 ) (a ) of the Constitution . 
reason for regarding petitivner Yaduy as Standing Counsel Issuo nos, 11 and 12 are , therefore , answerca accordingly . 
of the State Government for cuses relating to the Land Ceil 

34 . Additional issue i.e . Issue No. 15 : – The order of 
ing Act in Purnea Sadar and holding ar, office which has ani Returning Officer rejecting tho nomination paper is also 
indopendent cxistence. It is well known that tho panel of the 

impugnod as being discriminatory inasmuch as though the 
Assistant Government Pleader is a permanent panel though nomination paper of Nitya Nand Arya , a lawyer of the 
the persons on that panel may be changed where a person Commcrcial Bank of India was accepted as valid , the nomi 
on that panel by virtuo of his appointment 16 vested witli 

Aation paper of the petitioner was rcjccted . No evidence re 
certain rights and duties with regard to all case of the 

garding the terms of appointment of Sri Nitya Nand Arya As 
Government of a particular category he is a person more a lawyer of the Compçrcial Taxes Department has been 
like a Standing Counsel than the lawyer who is engaged in 

brought on the record . In the absence of cvidence regarding 
A particular case . 

the terms and conditions of appointment of Sri Nitya Nand 

Arya , this Court cannot hold that the petitioner Yadav and 
31. In support of his argument that the post of Assistant 

Nitya Nand Arya were similarly situate . The burden to prove 
Government l’leader occupied by pctilioner Yadas had no ex . 

that the order is discriminatory is clearly on the petitioner . 
istence independent form is holder , the learned 

That burden has not been discharged . I may further add that 
counsel for the petitioner strenuously relied upon the 

the duty performed by the Returning Officer in the course 
decision in Kantu Kuthuria s case ( supra ). la Kanta Kathu 

of scrutiny of nomination paper is judiciul in naturc even 
ria s casc (supra ) the lawyer had been appointed as a Spesial 

though the Returning Officer is not a court. See the case 
Government Plçader to conduct a particular case on behalf 

reported in A . I. R . 1936 Supreme Court 153 . It is well settled 
of the State of Rajasthan along with the Government Advo 

that a judicial decision may not be struck down as discri 
cate , Jodhpur . Tho appointment was, therefore, for a parti 

minatory unless there is shown to be present in it the element 
cular case only and that office could not be held to have un 

of intentional and purposeful discrimination . See the decision 
existence independent of its holder. To use the words of 

of the Supreme Court reported in A . I. R . 1955 S . C . 191 at 
Sikri, J. ( its he then was) who spoke for tho majority of the 

page 195. It appears from the ordersheet of the Returning 
Supreme Court in that case . " We cannot visualise an ofllce 

Officer that no objection was raised to the nomination paper 
coming into existence , ovory time a plçader is asked by the 

of Sri Nitya Nand Arya or of any body except petitioner 
Government to appcar in a case on its behalf" , Explaining 

Yadav. There is nothing to suggest that the Returning Officer 
the distinction between the cases of Kanta Kathura (Supra ) 

was in any manner hostile to petitioner Yadav . Assuming 
and Mahadeo supra ), Krishna lycr, J . pointed out " In the for 

that discrimination was made by the Returning Officer , it 
mer, an ad hoc Assistant Government Pleader with duties and 

was neither intentional nor purposeful. Issuc No. 15 the addi. 
remuneration was a casual engagemcnt, not exalted to a 

tional issuo must, therefore , be answered in the negative . 
permanent position , ocupled pro temporo by Ą Or B . In 
Mahadeo , a permanent panel of lawyers maintained by the 

35 . Issue No. 13 In view of the answer to Issuc No . 12 , 
Railway Adminstration with spocial duties of a lasting 03 

it must be held that the nomination paper of the petitioner 
turo constituted the offices of profit more like Standing 

Ram Bilas Yadav was not improperly rejected . Issue 
Counsel " (at 2297 of the report). As I havo held the office of 

No. 13 , therefore , must he answered in the negative , 
tho Assistant Government Pleader held by petitioner Yadava 

36 . Issue No . 14 : - In view of my findings on Issue nos . 
was more like that of a Standing Counsel and was not that 

12 and 13 , none of the petitioners are entitled to a declara 
of an ordinary Assistant Government Pleader , 

tion that the election of the respondent of the House of People 

from 24 Purnea Parliamentary Constituency held in January 
32 . The Learned counsel for thc petitioner also relied upon 

1980 ls void , nor are they entitled to any other relief, 
a decision of a learned Single Judge of this Court in Eloc 
tion Petition No. 17 of 1977 (disposed of on 12 - 9 - 1978 ) in 

37 . Comiog to the question of costs, I find that the res 
which the post held by a lawyer who had been appoioted as pondent resisted vehementAly the application of the intervenor 
Assistant Government Pleader for a period of two years which petitioner for being added as a party . Though the election 
period had come to end on the date on which he had filed petition a sfiled op 6 - 2 - 1980 and notice isucd against the 
nomlaation paper and on which date ho was continuing to Iespondent in March , 1980 it wa at found possible to serve 
work for the State Governinout on the basis of an order notico on the respondent in the ordinary manaer and steps 
that until the preparation of a fresh panel work should be for substituted service had to be taken . The respondent ap 
taken from the former panel, was held not to be an office Deared in the Supreme Court in the appeal filed by special 
of profit under the State Government, In that case , the lawyer leave by the intervenor Lakhan Lal Kapoor which was al 
could merely work at the mercy of the State Government, i. e . lowed on 2 - 11 - 1983 but he appeared in this Court only 
in a case only if given to him . It was held on the facts after steps for substituted service on 20 - 3 - 1984 by publi 
of that case that no duties were attached qua office , he was cation in the newspaper were taken . The application for 
just a lawyer like any other lawyer; he could not complain ddition of intervenor petitioner was resisted tooth and nail 
that he was not given any work and if he got any brief , the by the respondent and mainly due to the stand taken by the 
lawyer was free to reject it, he could appear against Govern respondent that petition could be finally disposed only on 
ment in any case in which he had not been engaged or in 4 May , 1984. The objection to the rejoinder was raised main 
case which he chosc not to accept. That was the case of ly by the respondent in which original petitioner also joinod . 
Assistant Government Pleader who could not claim to work Ultimately , the original petitioners did not prosecute the 
for the Government in any case merely by virtutc of his election petition which suggests that they were gained over . 
appointment and who could work only in such cases which At the trial also the respondent raised a number of preli 
were assigned to him . The case of such an Assistant Govern Mary issues . which have all been rejected . The hearing of 
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the case was delayed and complicated by the raising all the application filod by the interovedor for being imploaded 
theso issues and tho taopongibility for the dclay rosto pri as & purty under Ordor 1 Rule 10 C . P . C . and the Eloction 
Darily on the respondent in these circumstances . I would , petition should be set asido and the matter be remanded to 
accordingly , direct that tho partics shall bear their own coats . the High Court to consider the application of Lakhan Lal 

for being impeaded as a party under Order 1 Rulo 10 CPC 
38 . Before parting, I should mention that Shri Sharma 

and then dispose of the Election petition in accordance with 
had also arguod that the election petition at the instanco of 

law as cxpeditiously 49 possible . The appeal is disposed of 
the intervenor petitioner Sri Lakhan Al Kapoor WAS DOT 

accordingly without any order as to costs. 
maintainablo becauso he was the person who had bofore the 
Returning Officer raised the objection to the validity of the 

(S . MURTAZA FAZAL ALI) 
Domination paper of potitioner Yadav and he should not be 

(ES VENKATARAMLAH ) 
permitted to blow liot and cold in respect of the gapo matter 
and now urge that potitioner Yadav was not disqualified . He New Delhi November 22 , 1983. 
refers to the evidence of R . W . 9 who . deposed that so for 
as she remembered the objection to the nomination paper of 

For Deputy Registrar . 
petitioner Yaday was raised by Lakhan Lal Kapoor, The 
question that Sri Lakhan Lal Kapoor had raised the objection 

Patna High Court, Patna . 
was not raised in the pleading or isoues and apart from that 
statement thcro is no evidence on the point. The petitioner 
did not adduce any evidence on the point. According to 

नई दिल्ली , 7 जनवरी , 1986 
the election petition , 10 objection was raised before the Re 
turning Officer by or on behalf of any candidate for rejecting 

आदेश 
the nomination paper of petitioner Yadav , In these círcu 
mstances, apart from the question whether a definite finding 

मा . अ . 15 :-~ ~निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया 
can be arrived at that the objection was raised by Lakhan 
Lal Kapoor on the basis of the highly parties en and halting है कि नीचे की सारणों के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यया विनिदिष्ट 
testimony of the respondeot herself, the plea cannot be per 
mitted to be raised in the course of argument. I, accordingly , 

हरियाणा विधान सभा के उस निर्वाचन के लिए जो स्तम्भ 
did not permit this plea to be raised . To conclude the appli 

( 3 ) में विनिदिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र में हुआ है , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
cation is dismissed but without costs . 
39 . Let the substance of the decision be intimated to the 

उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, 
Election Commissioner and Speaker of the Lok Sabba in लोक प्रितिनिधित्व अधिनियम 1951 तथा तद्वोन बनाए गए 
mediately . A copy of the judgement may be also sent to the 

नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्न मारगी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यमा 
Election Commission as carly as possible. 

उपशित म्प में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 
Patna High Court, 

दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है ; 
The 16th November , 1984 . 
Sd / - Shivenugrah Narain 

और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर 
Certified to be a true copy Sd. nregible . Assistant Regis भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा 
trar 26 XI , 1983. Supreme Court of India . 

स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए अम्या 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

वेदनों पर, यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
Civil Appeal No . 2727 of 1982 

आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त 

असफलता के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायौचित्य नहीं है । 
Shri Lakhan La! Kapoor . .. .... .... . .. . . . Appellant. 

अत : अब निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
VERSUS 

10 क के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
Mrs. Madhuri & ors. ..... . . . . . ... ...... . . Respondents. 

विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी 

राज्य को विधान समा अयवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य चुने 
ORDER 

जाने और होने के लिए इस आदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष 
We have hoard counsel for the parties . We fool that the 
order dated 27 - 2 - 1981 dismissing the election retition as also 

की कालावधि के लिए निरहित धोषित करता है । 
सारणी 


निरर्हता का कारण 


विधि के अनुसार लेखा 
दाखिल नहीं किया । 


क्र . सं० निर्वाचन का विवरण विधान सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम व पता 

की क्र . सं . और नाम 
1 
1 . हरियाणा विधान समा 46 - उचाना कला 

श्री सतपाल, सुपुत्र श्री धरिया सिंह 
का उप निर्वाचन ,1985 

गांव खेडा गेडेखाला, 
पोस्ट करसिधु , 
तहसोस नखाना , 

हरियाणा । 
2 . हरियाणा विधान समा 46 - उचाना कलां श्री धोरा सिंह, सुपुत्र श्री लाल चन्द , 
का उप -निर्वाचन , 1985 

गांव घासेकला, तहसील नखाना , 
जिला जींद , हरियाणा । 


विधि के अनुसार लेखा 
दाखिल नहीं किया । 
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3 . 
--+ - - - . - , . - . - - - - . . 

-- - . - 
3. सबैव-- - . . - तदैव - - श्री झरो राम , 

- तदेव -- . 
सुपुत्र श्री दीवान चन्द गांव तरखा , 

डाकघर करसिंधु, तहसील नरवाना , 
हरियाणा 

[म . हरि . वि . स . 46/8 5 ( उप )] 
New Delhi, the 7th January, 1986 

ORDERS 
O . N. 15. - Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in 
column ( 4 ) of the Table below at the bye - election to the Haryana Legislative Assembly as secified in column (2 ) 
and held from the constituency specified in column ( 3) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his elec 
tion expenses or failed to lodge the account in the manner , as shown in column (5) of the said Table as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rales made thereunder . 

And , whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure 
oven after due notice or the Election Commision , after considering the representation made by them , if any, is 
satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 
. .. Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column (4 ) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member 
of either House of the Parliament or of the Legişlative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State /Union Territory 
for a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

TABLE 
S . Particulars of 

S. No . & name of the Name & address of the Reason for disqualifica 
No. of election , assembly constituency contesting candidates 

tion 
1. Bye- election to Haryana 46 - Uchana Kalan Shri Sat Pal , 

Account not lodged. in 
Legislative Assembly , 

S/ o Shri Darya singh , the manner . . 
1985 

Village Khera Genderwala , 
Post Karsindhu , 
Tehsil Narwana , 

Haryana. 
- do 

Shri Dhira Singh , 

Account not lodged 
S/ o Lal Chand, 
Village Chaşe Kalan , 
Teh. Narwana, 

Distt. Jind , Haryana. 
- do 

- do 

Shri Hari Ram. ... 
S / o Shri Diwan Chand , 
Vill . Tarkha, 
P. O . Karsindhu, 
Teh . Narwana , 

Haryana . 
- - - - - - - - - - - - 

[ No. HN- LA/46/ 85( Bye)] 


-do 


. - do 


मा . . "16 : - निर्वाचन भायोग का समाधान हो गया 
है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट 
दिल्ली संघ राज्य क्षेत्र से लोक सभा के निर्वाचन के लिए 
जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुआ है , 
स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लगने वाला 
प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तथा 
तरोन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणो के स्तम्भ 
( 5 ) में यथा उपर्दाशत रूप में अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का 


लेखा दाखिल करने में अथवा लेखा अपेक्षित रीति से दाखिल 
करने में असफल रहा है ; 

और, उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी 
उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टी 
करण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों 
पर यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात निर्वाचन आयोग 
का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता 
के लिए काई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 
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____ अतः, अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा राज्य/ संघ राज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद् 
10 - क के अनुसरण में नीचे की मारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) मे के सवस्य चने जाने और होने के लिए आदेश की तारीख 
विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किमी से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 


- 


- . - 


- . - . 


क्रम सं . निर्वाचन का विवरण 


सारणी 
ससवाय निर्वाचन क्षत्रको निर्वाचन लगने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम और पता निरर्हता का कारण 
क्रम मं० और नाम 


- - - ... . .. - .- -. - . ..- - - -- 


- - - 


-- -- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


____ 
1 

3 
1 . लोक सभा का साधा रण 
निर्वाचन , 1984 


- पूर्वी दिल्ली 


2. - तदैव 


-~- देव --- 


3. - सदैव 


- - बाहरी दिल्ली 


4 - - तदैव - - 


. तदेव -.. 


5 . - - तदैव - - 


--- तदेव - - 


6 . - तदैव - 


-- - सदैव - -- 


श्री भोला नाथ , . 

विधिनुसार लेखा नहीं 
690/ 1, काबुल नगर . 

दाखिल किया 
शाहवरा , दिल्ली । 
श्री लक्ष्मण सिह, 

सदैव - . . 
सी -5183 यमुना 
बिहार , दिल्ली । 
श्री ओम प्रकाश, 

लेखा पाखिल नहीं किया 
अग्रवाल ब्लाक जी , 
मकान नं . 3, 
उत्तम नगर , नई दिल्ली - 59 
श्री जय राम मोर्य, 

- सवैच---- 
डो 37, नवजीवन कैम्प, 
गोविन्द पुरी , कालका जी , 
नई दिल्ली - 110019 
श्री जीत सिंह , 

- देव -- -- 
मकान नं 1, गांव बिंदापर, 
डाकखाना उत्तम नगर , . 
नई दिल्ली । 
श्री बलवान , गांव बिन्दापुर, वाणी बिहार, -तदैव 
लाक आर, बिन्दापुर कालोनी , 
नई दिल्ली 
श्री ग्रिज नन्दन सिंह , 

-- तदैव - - 
723 - ए , पाकेट नं , 2 . 
पश्चिमपुरी, नई दिल्ली । 
श्री रणजीत सिंह , 

-- तदैव- ~ 
गांव व डाकघर चन्दन होला , 
नई दिल्ली । 

श्री . गोपी नन्द , गांव अलि , विधिनुसार लेखा दाखिल नहीं 
बदरपुर , नई दिल्ली - 44 

किया । 
श्री राजेन्द्र, बी - 5 / 32, 

तवैष 
पश्चिम बिहार , नई दिल्ली । 
श्री अर्जुन सिंह गुलाटी , 

लेखा दाखिल महीं किया 
37 - फरीदकोट हाउस , 
कोपरनिक्स मार्ग , नई दिल्ली । 
श्री अशोक कुमार, 

- तदव 
सी - 58 , 60 बी . के . दस्त 
कालोनी, नई दिल्ली । 
श्री इन्दर कुमार, 

- तवैव 
206 - 2 , जीवन नगर , 
नई दिल्ली । 


7. - - नदेव - - 


-- -तदैव - - 


8.--~-तदैव - - 


- - तदैव - - 


9 - - तव - - 


- - तदव - - 


10. -तदैव - - 


---- तदेव - - 


11. - तदैव - - 


1 - नई दिल्ली 


12. -- सदैव - - 


--- तदैव - - 


13. - सदेव 


- - तदैव --- 


1455 31/85 - 8 
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3 
14. लोक सभा का साध - 1 - नई दिल्ली 

श्री खुशदेव सिंह भसीन , 

लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया 
रण निर्वाचन , 1984 

आई-- 43 जंगपुरा एक्सटेंशन , 

नई दिल्ली । 
15. - - तदेव 

--- तदैव - - श्री तांतो राम , 

- तदैव 
झोपड़ी धोवी धाट नाथ , 
5 - तालकटोरा मार्ग, 

नई दिल्ली । 
16. - - तदैव - - 

- तदैव -- श्री पियुष , 

- तदैव 
ए - 9 नोति वाग , 

नई दिल्ली । 
17. - तदैव--- 

- - सदेव - - श्री राजकुमार, 

-- - तवैव - - 
71 - 1 , सनलाईट कालोनी , 

न . 2, नई दिल्ली । 
18 . -- तदैव -- 

- - तदैव श्री हरीश होगरा, 

-- - तदेव - - 
1522, अजीज गंज , 

बहादुर गढ़ रोड , दिल्ली । 
19. - - तवैव 2 - दक्षिण दिल्ली श्री खुशदेव सिंह भसीन , 

-- सदैव -- 
आई - 43, जंगपरा एममटेंशन , 

नई दिल्ली । 
20. - - तदैव --- 

- - तदैव - - श्री गोविंद लाल , 

-तदैव 
1699 / 4, गोविन्दपुरी, 
एक्सटेंशन , कालका जी , 

नई दिल्ली । 
21. - सदैव 

- - तदैव - -- श्री घनश्याम शर्मा शास्त्री , 

- तदैव - - 
राज -ज्योतिषी , 3 / 68, सुभाष 

नगर , नई दिल्ली । 
22. --~- तदैव 

--- तदैव --- श्री पुरषोत्तम लाल , 

- - तदैव --- 
ज - 7ए , बेरी वाला बाग, 

हरि मगर, नई दिल्ली । 
23. --- सदैव-- - 

--- तदैव - - श्री बलबीर सिंह बीर , 

- - तदेव - - 
17/131, सुभाष नगर , 

नई दिल्ली - 110037 
24. -- - सदैव 

- ---तदेव श्री ललित , 

-- - तदेव -~ 
सी० 3/ 353, जनकपुरी 

नई दिल्ली - 58 
25. --- तदैव--- 5 - चान्दनी चौक 

श्री सतीश चन्द 

विविधनसार लेखः दाखिल 
1162 - गली समोसान , 

नहीं किया । 
फराश खाना, दिल्ली । 

[सं . 76 /दिल्लो- लो . स . / 85 ( 4 ) ] 
O. N. 16 . - Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that the each of the contesting candidates specified 
in column(4 ) of the Table below at the election to the House of the People from the Union Territory of Delhias spc 
cified in column (2 ) and held from the constituency specified in column ( 3) against his name has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses or failed to lodge the account in themanner, as shown in colunin (5 ) of the said Table 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And , whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice or the Election Commission , after considering the representations made by them , if any is satisfied 
that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 


- 


- 


- 


- - 
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- - 


= 


= 


= - - - - 


( TT II 3 ( iii)] 

HTT7TT :948, 1986/ 19 19 , 1907 
I - - - - - - - - - -- - 

Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column (4 ) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of 
cither House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State/ Union Territory for 
a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

TABLE 


S . Particulars of election 
No. 


S . No. & Name of the 
Parliamentary constitu - 
ency 


Name & Address of the 
contesting candidate 


Reason for disqualifi 
cation 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


. 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


— 


- .. 


4 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


4 - East Delhi 


Account not lodged 
in the manner 


1. General Election to the 

House of the People , 
1984. 

- do 


-do 


-do 


.do. 


3 — Outer Delhi 


Account not lodged 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


do 


Shri Bhola Nath , 
690 /1 Kabul Nagar, 
Shahdra , Delhi. 
Shri Laxman Singh 
C -5 / 183 , Yamuna Vihar, 
Delhi 
Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal, 
Block - G , House No. 3, 
Uttam Nagar, 
New Delhi-59 . 
Shri Jai Ram Maurya , 
D - 37 Nav Jiwan Camp 
Govind Puri, Kalkaji, 
New Delhi-110019 . 
Shri Jit Singh , 
House No. 1, Village 
Bindapur, P. O . Uttam 
Nagar, New Delhi. 
Shri Balwan , 
Village Bindapur, 
Vani Bihar, Block - R , 
Bindapur Colony , 
New Delhi. 
Shri Brij Nandan Singh , 
723 - A , Pocket No. 2 , 
Paschim Puri, New Delhi. 
Shri Ranjit Singh , 
Village & Post Office 
Chandan Hola , New Delhi, 
Shri Gopi Chand , 
Village Ali, Badarpur, 
New Delhi-44 . 
Shri Rajinder, 
B - 5 / 32 , Paschim Vihar 
New Delhi, 
Shri Ajun Singh Gulati , 
37- Farid Kot House, 
Copernicus Marg, 
New Delhi. 
Shri Ashok Kumar, 
C -58 , 60 B . K . Dutt 
Colony , New Delhi. 
Shri Inder Kumar, 
206A Jeewan Nagar, 
New Delhi, 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


- do 


Account not lodged 
in the manner 


- do 


-do 


- do 


-do 


1 - New Delhi 


Account not lodged . 
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1 - New Delhi 


14. General Election to the 
_ House of the People , 

1984 . 
15. - do 


- do 


- dor 


- do . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


2 -- South Delhi 


- do 


- do 


Shri Khushdev Singh 

Account not lodged 
Bhasin , 1-43 Jangpura Ext., 

New Delhi . 
Shri Tanti Ram, 
Jhopri Dhobi Ghat Nath , . 
5 - Talkatora Marg , 
New Delhi. 
Shri Piyush , 

- do 
A- 9 , Niti Bagh , 
New Delhi . 
Shri Raj Kumar, 

- do 
71- A Sunlight Colony No. II , 
New Delhi . 
Shri Harish Dhingra , 

- do 
1522 , Azizganj Bahadur , 
Garh Road , Delhi. 
Shri Khushdev Singh , 

- do 
Bhasin, I- 43, Jangpura Ext. , 
New Delhi, 
Shri Govind Lal, 

- do 
1699/ 4, Govindpuri Ext., 
Kalkaji, New Delhi. 
Shri Ghan Shyam Sharma 

- do 
Shastri, 
Raj- jyotishi, 3/ 68 , 
Subash Nagar, 

New Delhi. 
Shri Purshottam Lal, 
J -7 - A Beri Wala Bagh , 
Hari Nagar, New Delhi. 
Shri Balbirsingh Bir , 

- do 
17/131 , Subash Nagar , 

New Delhi -110037 . 
Shri Lalit , 

- do 
C - 3/ 353, Janakpuri , 
New Delhi- 58 . 
Shri Satish Chand , 

Account not lodged 
1162 -Gali Samosan , 

in the manner 
Farash Khanna, Delhi. 
- . - - - - - 

- [ No . 76/ DL - HP/85 (4)] 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do . 


- do 


- do 


. - 


- - - 


स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों 
पर, यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात निर्वाचन आयोग 
का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता 
के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित नही है ; 


आ . प्र . 17: - -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया 
है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट 
चंडीगढ़ संघ राज्य क्षेत्र से लोक सभा के निर्वाचन के लिए 
जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुआ है , 
स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने 
बाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 
सथा तशीन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी 
के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपशिप्त रूप में अपने निर्वाचन 
व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा दाखिल करने में अथवा लेखा अपेक्षित 
रीति से दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है ; . . 
____ और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी 
उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा 


अत : अब , निवाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
10- 2 के अनुसरण में नीचे को म . गो के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों की संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी 
राज्य की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद् के सदस्य चुने 
जाने और होने के लिए इस आदेश की तारीख से तीन 
वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 


[ माग II -- संड 3( iii )] 


भारत का राजपत्र : फरवरी 8, 1986/माघ 19, 1007 
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सारणी 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- - - 


-- - 


- 


- - - 


- ... 


- 


. - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


निरर्हता का कारण 


क्रम 
सं0 


निर्वाचन का 
विवरण 


संसदीय निर्वाचन - क्षेत्र को क . निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी 
सं . और नाम 

का नाम व पता 


12 


- 


- 


चण्डीगढ़ 


विधि के अनुसार लेखा दाखिल 
नहीं किया । 


1 . लोक सभा का 
साधारण निर्वाचन , 
____ 1984 
2 . --- सदैव - - 


--- सदेव - - 


तदेव 


3. -- तदैव 


- - तवैव-- - 


--- तवैव -- - 


4. - - तदैव -- - 


---- तदैव-- - 


- - तदेव ---- 


5. ---तदैव -- 


- - सदैव - - 


- - तदैव - - 


श्री ओम प्रकाश, मकान 
संख्या 3492, सैक्टर 13- डी 

चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री कृष्ण सिह राना, 
एस . सी . एफ . , 19 बो , 
सैक्टर 19 सी , चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री गुरचरण सिह आजाव , 
मकान नं . 3218 , 
मैक्टर 35 - डी , चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री जसपाल सिह , 
मकान नं . 1158 , 
सैक्टर 21 - बी , चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री मुरारी लाल , 
मकान नं . 3239. 
सैक्टर 27 - हो , चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री जसवंत सिंह , 
मकान नं . 2223, 
सैक्टर 15 - सी , चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री मुखत्यार सिंह, 
एस . सी . एफ 24, 
सैक्टर 7- सो , चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री गुरबख्श सिह , 
मकान नं . 3010 
सैक्टर 37 - डी , चंडीगढ़ । 
श्री सुरज शर्मा, 
मकान नं . 3444 , 
सैक्टर 40 - डी , चंडीगढ़ । 


6 . ---- तदैव - - 


- सदैव-- 


- -तदैव--- 


7. - -तदैव - - 


- सदेव --- 


-~-सदैव--- 


8. --- सदैव - - 


-~-तदैव--- 


लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया । 


9. - तदैव - - 


तदेव - - 


- तदेष 


[ सं . 76/ चंडीगढ़, लो . सं ./ 85] 


O . N . 17 . - .Whereas the Election Cominission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified 
in columu (4 ) of the Table below at the election to the House of the People from the Union Territory of Chandigarh 
as specified in column (2 ) and held from the constituency specified in column (3 ) against his namehas failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses or failed to lodge the account in the manner, as shown in column (5) of the said 
Table as required by the Representation of te People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or cxplanation for the said failure even 
after due notice or the Election Commission , after considering the representations made by them , if any, is satisfied 
that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 

___ Now, therefore, in pursuance of secton 10A of the said Act , the Election Commission hereby declares the per 
sons specified in column (4 ) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of 
either House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State /Union Territory 
for a period of 3 years from the date of this order . 
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TABLE 


S . Particulars of election 
No. 


S. No. & name of the 

Parliamentary 
Constituency 


Name & address of the 
contesting candidate 


Reason for disqualifi 
cation 


2 


- - 


- . -- 


- - - 


- - - - 


- 


- - - 


Chandigarh 


Account not lodged in 
the manner 


1. General Election to the 

House of the People , 

1984 
2. - do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Shri Om Parkaslı , 
H. No. 3492, Sec. 23- D , 
Chandigarh. 
Shri Krishan Singh Rana, 
SCF 19B/ Sec . 19C, 
Chandigarh. 
Shri Gurchran Singh Azad , 
H . No . 3218 Sec. 35 - D , 
Chandigarh . 
Shri Jaspal Singh , 
H. No . 1158, Sec . 21 - B , 
Chandigarh. 
Shri Murari Lal , 
H. No. 3239, Sec. 27 - D , 
Chandigarh. 
Shri Jaswant Singh , 
H . No . 2223, Sec . 15- C , 
Chandigarh . 
ShriMukhtiar Singh , 
S . C. F. 24 , Sec . 7C , 
Chandigarh . 
Shri Gurbakhsh Singh , 
H . No . 3010, Sec . 37- D , 
Chandigarh. 
Shri Suraj Sharma, 
H. No. 3444 , Sec . 40 - D , 
Chandigarh. 


- do 


•do . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Account not lodged at 
all 


- do 


•do . 


- do 


[ No . 76 / CH- HP/85 ] 


आ . अ . 18: -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया 
है कि श्री केशव प्रसाद शर्मा, मार्फत मैसर्ज नार्थ इस्टर्न 
कैरियर्स , 17 / 6 मथुरा रोड , फरीदाबाद हरियाणा , जिन्होंने 
लोक सभा का साधारण निर्वाचन 6 फरीदाबाद संसदीय 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से दिसम्बर , 1984 में लड़ा था , लोक प्रति 
निधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तथा तखीन बनाए गए नियमों 
द्वारा अपेक्षित अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहे हैं । 


अत : अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 
10 - क के अनुसरण में उक्त श्री केशव प्रसाद शर्मा को 
संसद के किसी भी सदन के या राज्य की विधान सभा 
अथवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए 
इस आयोग की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए 
निरहित घोषित करता है । 


और उक्त अभ्यर्थी के सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी 
उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टीकरण 
नहीं दिया है और निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो 
गया है कि उनके पास उक्त मसफलता के लिए कोई पर्याप्त 
कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 


[संख्या 76/हरि- लो . स./ 85 ( 6) ] 

आदेश से , 
टी . डी . गुप्ता, अवर सचिव , 


भारत निर्वाचन आयोग 


[um 11 - ** 3 ( iii ) ] 


VTCH 


1 TEH .9 


8 . 1988/914 19. 1907 


- 


O . N . 18 . - Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Keshav Parsad Sharma C / M / s. North Eastern 
Cartiers, 17 / 6 Mathura Road , Faridabad, Haryana, a con 
testing candidate at the General Election to tac House of 
the People held in December , 1984 from 6 Faridabad Parlia 
sentary Consitituency has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1931 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate , even after due notice , bas 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no guod icason 
or justification for the falluro ; 


Now , thereforo, in pursuance of sociion 10A of the sald 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shr! 
Keshav Parsad Sharma to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Counsil of a State 
for a period of ihree years from the date of this order. 

(No. 76 /HN -HP /83(6) ] 

By Order , 
T .D . GUPTA , Under Secy . 
Election Commission of India 
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